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NOT YET UNITED NATIONS 
Editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


No.9 


S1x SECOND FRONTS 


bie OUTLOOK is not bright. If Roosevelt is to succeed where Wilson failed 

we must hold up his hand. We are not doing it. And our enemies are 
forcing his hand. 

It is bitter to confess that even now after the sharp lessons of the past few 
years the military whip of necessity has not yet taught us to unite. 

Some military considerations, for one thing the terrible U-Boat toll, are 
driving us into opening a European front simply because the only way to scotch 
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the U-Boats may be to blast their bases from the air and attack them overland. 
On the other hand many, who, last Summer, while the Russians were retreating, 
were in no hurry at all to open a relieving front, now that Russia, having 
opened seven fronts herself and approaches the Latvian border, have suddenly 
developed the keenest interest in getting onto the soil of Europe in great force. 


STALIN AND CASABLANCA 


Why didn’t Stalin come to Casablanca? Could our continued good-will 
towards Finland have anything to do with it? Could President Ryti’s 
unrebuked speech in which tenderness for the U. S. A. was mixed thoroughly 
together with Briiderschaft for his “brother-in-arms” Adolph Hitler have had 
anything to do with it? Could the recent astounding affront to the Spanish 
people delivered by Ambassador Hayes in Spain have had anything to do with 
it? Could the installation of Peyrouton have been an inducement? He was 
busy on his home front—yes, but not too busy to take part in a conference vital 
to that very front, which Casablanca in his opinion may not have been. 


UNITED COMMAND 


Last year we suggested a Russian Chief for the Allied Forces. A Chief 
would not dictate; he would co-ordinate. In fact an allied council of the 
four nations would be nearly equivalent because the Russian members would 
naturally lead such a council through sheer knowledge of the subject. They 
have studied and prepared for this very war for ten years. They are the superiors 
of the Germans. They have proved this. Naturally they would take a lead, but 
their lead would always rest in logic. Humility is the sign of true greatness. Let 
us practice it now and join forces under an allied military council. 

The Russians can spare a general who could act as generalissimo of the 
United Nations. The Chinese would accept him. The Americans and British 
should accept him. 


CHRISTIAN FRONT PRESSURE 


In commercial spheres Johannes Steel’s broadcasts are considered a good 
buy. Sponsors know that Mr. Steel’s trenchant and outspoken comments over 
Station WMCA are appreciated by tens of thousands of eager listeners in search 
of elucidation of, alas, too frequently contradictory political developments. Mr. 
Steel experiences no difficulty in finding sponsors for his daily broadcasts. As a 
matter of fact, he is compelled to split up his program among several sponsors 
in order to meet the demand for his services. 
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Yet on the morrow of the New York gubernatorial elections one of Mr. 
Steel’s sponsors dropped him. 

Our curiosity was piqued by the question of what had occasioned this sudden 
withdrawal on the part of a sponsor who until that day had boasted of his “Steel 
circulation.” We discovered that the comment which brought about the cancel- 
lation of the sponsorship was Mr. Steel’s following interpretation of the 
elections: 


“The people of New York have spoken. The election result was a foregone 
conclusion. It is not a rebuke to the President. It is, however, a rebuke to Farley 
and the Christian Front.” 

Who intimidated Mr. Steel’s sponsor? An intriguing question, the answer 
to which cuts deep into the question of Fascist pressure on our economic life. 


AFRICAN SET-UP: FORMULA FOR FASCIST SURVIVAL 
Editorial by PIERRE van PAASSEN 


[The following editorial, written prior to the widely-hailed Roosevelt 
Churchill meeting in Casablanca, pictures the state of affairs as it remains 
unchanged in North Africa. M. Peyrouton was being installed as virtual dictator 
of Algeria under Allied protection during the very period of this historic 
meeting. | 


If, instead of collaborating with the most discredited and corrupt elements 
of clerical Fascism and Nazified French big business in North Africa, the 
State Department should quietly have taken the National Committee of 
the Fighting French into its confidence about the forthcoming landing of 
an American Expeditionary force in Morocco and Algiers and if, at the 
same time General Charles de Gaulle had been warned to be in readiness and 
on hand to unfurl, under the protection of the Anglo-American guns, the 
French Republic’s banner of Freedom, Equality and Brotherhood, General 
Eisenhower's task of driving the Germans from their last foothold on the dark 


continent would have been immeasurably facilitated and the Stars and Stripes 
might well have been floating this day, side by side with the Tricolor and the 
Union Jack, over the citadels of Tunis, Sfax, Gabis and Sousse. 

For an intelligible, democratic and logical course of action on the part of 
America would have touched off such an explosive of popular enthusiasm 
through the whole of Africa that the echoes of it would have been heard in the 
remotest villages of Norway and Carpathia and the repercussions of it would 
have been felt at once by the Nazis whether in Tunisia, Madrid, Helsingfors, 
Paris or the Caucasus. The name of Roosevelt’s America would have been pro- 
nounced in martyred Europe with an even deeper respect and greater hopes than 
Woodrow Wilson’s was once, while the Atlantic Charter’s promise of the Four 
Freedoms “everywhere in the world” would have blazed as a new symbol of 
liberation and victory, in the skies of China, India and Galilee. 
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American citizens, too, would have felt their hearts leap with joy and pride 
in the knowledge that their great army was battling for humanity's redemption 
from Fascist imperialist slavery and for a new era in human relationship instead 
of now being forced to hang their heads in shame while listening to explana- 
tions about military expediency and political necessity which bring the flag of 
their country in contact with French copperheads, traitors, haters of democracy 
and imitators and friends of Adolf Hitler. 

And while it is true that in the event of a joint American undertaking with 
the Free French, we would not now be enjoying the collaboration and company 
of either of those grands amis of Marshal Petain: Darlan, Nogues, Peyrouton 
and Giraud, or his petits amis: the Count of Paris and notoriously anti- 
Semitic Abbes of Algiers, in their place there would have rallied to our side: the 
multitudes of the bazaars of Tunis and Oran, the Jews and the Arabs of Morocco, 
the soldier-citizens of France stationed in North Africa, not to speak of the 
twenty or thirty thousand anti-Fascist prisoners: the veterans of the Inter- 
national Brigade, the Spanish Loyalists, the French liberals, the German, Czech 
and Austrian emigrés, who now languish in the prison camps of the Axis’ 
henchmen within earshot of the American military bands playing that hymn 
about letting freedom ring from every mountainside . . . 

It is not a question how much and how long Marcel Peyrouton collaborated 
with Vichy and Hitler; whether he quarrelled once with Pierre Laval or not, or 
whether at all times he saw eye to eye with the old Marshal on every phase of 
that gentleman’s tortuous policy. The question is why to all the available, 
honest, democratically-minded French colonial administrators an individual like 
Marcel Peyrouton is preferred? Peyrouton who is and was so universally 
detested both in Africa and in metropolitan France that as far back as the days 
of the Popular Front the Parisians and the Marseillaise and the Lyonese demon- 
strated on the Boulevards of their cities against his Fascistic misrule in Morocco 
and his open approval of Mussolini’s attack on Ethiopia and Franco’s rebellion 
against the Spanish Republic. Why is a man selected to stand at the head of the 
French imperial council whose reactionary mentality, anti-democratic ideology 
and economic tie-up with the Chiappe-Carbuccia-Gringoire clique were known 
at the American Embassy in Paris? Why is he foisted on the French people? 

We are told that Peyrouton was the only man with the necessary influence 
and experience in that turbulent world of North Africa to swing the masses to 
our side. He and Darlan before him. Just as Giraud, whose sole claim to 
military glory consists in having managed to be taken prisoner twice and to 
have gotten away each time, is said to be the only French expert available to 
collaborate with General Eisenhower in the North African war. 

If all that be true, if it be true that the peoples of North Africa could only 
be swung to our side by Fascists and prefer to be led by clerical reactionaries, 
Mr. Hitler is to be congratulated, for in that case the Fuehrer is right when he 
_ affirms that democracy is dead and that peoples who have ever been under the 
sway of Fascism will never again return voluntarily to “the vomit of liberalism 
and democracy.” 
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Fortunately it isn’t so. The people of France and the peoples of North 
Africa who have an experience of Fascism in one form or another, the German 
brand and the French home-made variety, are one and indivisible in their 
detestation of Hitler, Vichy, Fascism, Nazism and clericalism and all its works. 

They are waiting for Charles de Gaulle to lead them out of the house of 
bondage. For de Gaulle is the only leader who has said that his sole task is a 
military one and that he will fight in order to make France free and to give the 
French people back their self-determination and a free decision as to what sort 
of government they are to have after the war. 

Is that perhaps the reason General de Gaulle was shoved aside and kept 
cooling his heels in the diplomatic antechambers? Let the French decide freely 
what form of government they want? Heaven forbid! Suppose they bring back 
the Popular Front when they were united as never before. Suppose they decide 
on close collaboration with the Soviet Union in international affairs after the 
war! Heaven help us! Here Darlan, here Peyrouton, see what you can do! 

Was that the game some diplomats were playing when they called in the 
enemies of the people? Afraid of the people, afraid of a people’s victory and a 
democratic peace? 

As one who believes with all his heart in President Roosevelt’s sincerity 
when he enunciated the Four Freedoms for all peoples and in Mr. Wallace’s 
vision of the era of the common man as the only goals commensurate with the 
agony the world is suffering, I still refuse to believe the hints, rumors and innu- 
endoes that are whispered to the effect that the African set-up with Peyrouton 
at the head is the pattern and model that is being followed in several other 
countries when they are liberated. 

For if that method of “liberation” is made normal we commit an act of 
violence against the spirit of America and we defeat ourselves. 

Somebody blundered and gave America a black eye in Africa and Europe, 
but he caused joy in Berlin, Rome and Madrid: the formula of escape for 
trapped Fascist dictators was indicated. 


THE SHOE IS ON THE OTHER FOOT 
Editorial by W. STANLEY RYCROFT 3 


[An exposé of Roman Catholic aid to Fascism in Latin America. | 


How strange it is that the Catholic Digest should lend its columns to the 
publication of Mr. John W. White’s articles on Protestant missions in Latin - 
America when it must know that the statements Mr. White makes are full of 
gross misrepresentation, distortion of facts, twisting of quotations to suit his 
own particular argument. Strange! yes, when one reflects on the declared policy 
of the Catholic Digest as it appears on the frontispiece: “... we follow the advice 
of St. Paul: For the rest, brethren, all that is true, all that is seemly, all that is 
just, all that is pure, all that is lovable, all that is winning—whatever is praise- 
worthy—let such things fill your thoughts.” 
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One of the chief accusations against Protestant missionaries is that of “medd- 
ling in politics” or of being a form of political aggression on behalf of the 
United States. “Nowhere have the proselytizing activities and political medd- 
ling of the American missionaries caused more resentment and ill-feeling than ~ 
in Brazil...” (Catholic Digest, December, 1942). This will make strange 
reading for many Brazilians for if there is any country which has shown its 
appreciation for what Protestants have done for education, social work, agri- 
culture, health, it is Brazil. Prominent government officials have gone out of 
their way to praise the work and influence of Protestant missionaries. A Protes- 
tant missionary was recently decorated by the government and others have had 
streets named for them because of their outstanding service to the nation. 

Or take another statement by Mr. White. He refers to “the honest belief of 
many prominent Mexicans that the Protestant missionaries are acting for the 
American government in carrying out the peaceful conquest of their home- 
land.” This must surely be news for Washington and should any Protestant 
missionaries chance to read Mr. White’s statement they would probably raise 
their eyebrows in astonishment or laugh the whole thing off as a joke. They 
might ask Mr. White to try and give specific instances of “the Protestant 
Church being used as an instrument of political penetration in Mexico.” 

Mr. White even goes so far as to accuse the Committee on Cooperation in 
Latin America of political activities in Latin America. The writer, who happens 
to be the secretary of this Committee, and can thus claim to know more about its 
activities than Mr. White, is able to say that his charge is absolutely false. The 
Committee devotes all of its time to religious work. 

Evidently Mr. White’s attacks on Protestant work are an endeavor to cover 
up the pro-Fascist, anti-democratic attitudes and activities of many Roman 
Catholic priests in Latin America. He has used the familiar, but rather naive 
device of “accusing the other fellow,’ hoping that the uninformed in this — 
country will be impressed. 

In the August issue of the Catholic Digest Mr. White, for the purposes of 
his own arguments, misinterpreted the statements made by Mr. Harold Callen- 
dar in his article in the New York Times in August 1941. Mr. Callendar, re- 
porting on his recent trip round South America, said that he had consulted car- 
dinals, bishops, priests, monks and Catholic laymen, and found many of them 
critical and suspicious of the United States, pro-Fascist, anti-Protestant and anti- 
democratic. Mr. White quotes this statement in support of his thesis that Protes- 
tant missionaries are responsible for the anti-American attitude of some Roman 
Catholics in Latin America. What Mr. Callendar was trying to say was that 
many of the leaders in South America are pro-Fascist in their attitude, not 
through Protestant influence, but because it suits them to be pro-Fascist. 

Mr. White must know as well as anyone else who is familiar with Latin 
American affairs that the Roman Catholic Church south of the border is not 
only allied with the landowning, Fascist groups, but is one of the biggest land- 
owners itself and will not give up easily its long-standing privileges. In the 
November issue of the Survey Graphic Ezequiel Padilla, Mexico’s Foreign Sec- 
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retary says, “. . . in Mexico it became necessary to destroy the foundations of 
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three of those “irreconcilables that made impossible the building up of a true 
democratic state. These were first, clericalism, which upheld the economic 
domination of the Church and its interference in the nation’s politics; second, 
the system of land ownership. ... The third was militarism. . . . The clergy 
had become the biggest landowners in the country.” In the concluding part of 
his article Padilla states that part of the campaign for revolutionary progressive 
reform was “the crusade of liberalism against the overmastering spirit of a 
Church which, because of its intervention in politics, endeavored to keep the 
nation on a semi-feudal level.” 

On his return from South America a few months ago Mr. Waldo Frank 
wrote an article for Colliers’ (October 24, 1942) in which he said: “The 
Church in every Latin American country has hundreds of humble parish priests 
who are with the people. But many church leaders are enemies of American 
democracy; they take instructions from the Spanish Falange, which is under 
orders from Berlin. They are served by a rich, hired press, by groups of clever 
writers and by the reactionary landowning classes.” At a dinner held in thé 
Commodore Hotel, New York, when Mr. Frank was the principal speaker, 
Julio Alvarez del Vayo, former Republican leader in Spain told the group that 
“thousands of Spanish priests in Latin America preach totalitarianism from the 
pulpit every Sunday.” 

When Mr. White tells his readers that Protestant missionaries are regarded 
as undesirable in Latin America and that the Latin Americans are doing their 
best to get rid of them because they meddle in politics and imperil good relations 
between North and South America, he is not only making statements that can- 
not be substantiated, but also trying to divert attention from the realities of the 
situation. A reference to a speech made in the Peruvian Senate a few months 
ago will illustrate what we mean. On September 30, 1942, El Comercio, leading 
daily in Lima, Peru, published the official report of this speech made by Senator - 
Ruiz Bravo. After telling his hearers that a priest and a nun had been arrested 
in Brazil for their pro-Nazi activities and for espionage that had led to the 
sinking of Brazilian merchantmen, Ruiz Bravo declared: “Who can guarantee 
that foreign priests resident among us, by virtue of their priestly function, and 
because of the indifference of their superiors and the support of some of our 
best circles, do not carry on activities harmful to the cause of democracy, the 
cause which Peru has made her own? And, is not the silence of the national 
episcopacy regarding the advance of Nazism and its allies, a result of the action 
and influence of these foreign priests?” 

Ruiz Bravo asked that the Ministries of Justice, of Foreign Affairs and of 
Government carry out a “thorough investigation of foreign priests resident 
among us, principally in Lima, Callao and suburbs, concerning their pro-Axis 
sympathies and activities.” 

Word comes from Ecuador of the exposure of the Carmelite Brothers in 
that country. They had been allowed to enter Ecuador as a religious order and 
for religious purposes. Having acquired considerable property they sent in a 
petition to the municipal authorities for exoneration of taxes. This petition was 
refused because they did not have legal standing in the country. When an 
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investigation was made as to who actually owned the property the Carmelite 
Brothers declared, “We have nothing to do with the Vatican; we were sent here 
directly by Franco.” A leading Quito daily, E/ Comercio, said that “certain 
Spanish monks go about these semi-colonial lands, not in search of souls to be 
won for heaven as some would believe, but scattering the seeds of a political 
campaign to win sympathizers for the cause of the ‘holy’ Spanish Falangism, 
and logically for their masters, the Nazis and the Fascists.” . . . “The Carmelite 
Brothers are not the only ones sent by Franco, there are many other ‘ministers’ 
of different religious orders who, in an underhand way, carry on an intensive 
and poisonous work of propagating foreign ideas, for the benefit, not of the 
Supreme Creator, but of the totalitarian dictators.” 


In country after country one would find similar incidents and situations. In 
Cuba, priests have been arrested for pro-Axis activities while in other countries 
they have been the agents of Fascist propaganda emanating from Spain. 

Let Mr. White, who professes to cherish democratic ideals, investigate the 
activities of Roman Catholic priests in Latin America especially the foreign ones, 
and his labors will be richly rewarded. 


COURAGEOUS REMONSTRANCE 


[The following declaration of the Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ in America (December 11, 1942), sometimes now referred to as the 
Cleveland Declaration was made in answer to a statement of the Administrative 
Board of the National Catholic Welfare Conference, speaking in the name of 
the American Hierarchy. The Hierarchy stated “every effort made to rob them 
(Ibero-Americans) of their Catholic religion or to ridicule it or to offer them a 
substitute for it is deeply resented by the people of those countries and by 
American Catholics. These efforts prove to be a disturbing factor in our inter- 
national relations.” The Catholic bishops suggested that the Good Neighbor 
Policy would profit by a cessation of Protestant attempts to carry the gospel into 
what they call Catholic countries, The Cleveland Declaration may mark a turn- 
ing point in American Protestantism. We hope so. | 


The struggle for freedom, now raging throughout the world, turns our 
thoughts to our American heritage. The men who founded the United 
States sought freedom under God in the Western World and bequeathed free- 
dom to their heirs as their most precious possession. At a very early time in the 
country’s history liberty was granted to all religious groups to enter the national 
territory and to practice and propagate their faith within and outside the 
nation. In keeping with this doctrine of religious freedom, which is inherent in 
Christianity and associated historically with the Protestant expression of the 
Christian religion, the rights of religious minorities, both Christian and non- 
Christian, have been sedulously respected. Our national experience has been 
that the free inter-action of religious faiths, and the endeavor of each to express 
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the truth and goodness for which it stands, have been an important factor in the 
cultural development of the United States. For in the things of the spirit, as in 
things material, the principle of monopoly has had, and will continue to have, 
most unhappy results. We rejoice, therefore, that a country, predominantly 
Protestant, in which the great majority of those who make religious profession 
are members of denominations born of the Protestant Reformation, is com- 
mitted by tradition and experience, to pours complete religious liberty in all 
parts of the world. 

In the exercise of this freedom, and under the sole impulse of their religious 
faith, Protestant Christians from the United States have been emissaries of 
goodwill in every region of the globe. Through the circulation of the Bible in a 
thousand languages and the proclamation of the truths contained therein, by the 
establishment of schools and hospitals, by industrial and agricultural effort in 
rural areas, representatives of American Protestantism have given practical 
expression to the implications of the Christian Gospel. They have also cooper- 
ated with national groups in many lands to promote human welfare in all its 
phases. By such activities they created, as an undesigned but happy consequence, 
a reservoir of goodwill towards this country. 

This may be equally affirmed of the work of Protestant Christians in the 
lands of Asia and Africa and in the Hispanic American lands which are our 
neighbors. Among the citizens of the United States who have contributed to 
spiritual and cultural advancement in the sister republics of Hispanic America 
are names of men and women of Christlike spirit who, unashamed of the name 
of missionary, devoted their lives and talents to those lands. The memory of 
-many of these is today revered in the countries which they served, while institu- 
tions which they founded continue to be popular centers of cultural influence 
and patterns of humanitarian endeavor. Through the work of these men and 
women and their successors, elements of supreme worth in the religious and 
cultural heritage of our country have been shared with Hispanic America, while 
innumerable links of understanding and mutual confidence have been forged 
between the Americas. 

It is with deep concern, therefore, that we have witnessed an effort now 
publicly endorsed in the United States by the Archbishops and Bishops of a 
sister Christian communion which constitutes a religious minority in this 
country, to set the relation of Protestant Christianity to Hispanic America in a 
perspective which does violence both to historical truth and contemporary fact. 
We deplore the pretension of the Roman Catholic hierarchy to circumscribe the 
religious freedom of Protestant Christitans in the proclamation of their faith, 
while by implication reserving for themselves the right to the universal procla- 
mation of their own. We can imagine no policy more certain to project into the 
new World the baneful intolerance which is now producing such tragic conse- 
quences in the contemporary life of Spain. We, accordingly, feel it incumbent 
upon us to make the following simple and plain affirmations: 


First: The Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in America stands, 
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and will continue to stand, for the principle of religious liberty and for the 
rights of religious minorities in the United States and throughout the world. 

Second: The churches represented in this Council will continue to express 
solidarity with the national and autonomous Protestant churches in Hispanic 
America, whose numerous members are loyal and patriotic citizens of the coun- 
tries where they dwell. They will also continue to avail themselves of the con- 
stitutional freedom which the republics of Hispanic America grant to the repre- 
sentatives of every faith. Their controlling aim in the discharge of their min- 
istry will be, as it has always been, to have a part, however, humble, in inter- 
preting the significance of our Lord Jesus Christ for life and thought in those 
great and growing nations. 

Third: We affirm, with full and first-hand knowledge of the facts, that, so 
far from Protestant institutions and the representatives of Protestant Chris- 
tianity being a peril to good relations between the Americas, they are today, 
with some easily explained exceptions, and have been for decades, regarded 
with great favor by governments and peoples in the countries where they are 
located. 

Fourth: While obliged by circumstances not of our seeking to make this 
statement in order to clarify the American Protestant position upon a crucial 
issue, it is nevertheless the judgment and desire of this Council that Protestant 
and Roman Catholic Christians should combine their influence, in these days of 
supreme crisis, to work for religious freedom and the other great freedoms, 
both now and in the post-war world. 


A CHINESE DEFENDS THE MISSIONARIES 
By T. Y. FONG 


Since reading ‘Protestant Cowardice’” by Conrad Henry Moehlman* 1| 
feel I have seen a new picture which describes how some of the Christian 
leaders perceive the missionary work in foreign lands. I believe the writer must 
have genuine sources from which he presents his comments on _ theological 
students and missionaries on the mission field and retired missionaries at home. 
As an alien in this country I do not know much about the theological and pre- 
theological students, but as to the missionaries and missionary activities in the 
Far East, especially in China, I think I can present a few-facts which may be ot 
some help in drawing a more valid generalization than the one presented by the 
writer. Of course, there are always a few exceptions in personnel and activities 
of all kinds, but it is certainly not justifiable to draw general conclusions from the 
few exceptions. 

First, the writer says, “They separated a slight number of natives from their 
native cults making them objectives of suspicion, ridicule, and persecution among 
. their neighbors.’” I wonder what he is pointing at. Is he pointing at a certain 


*A Comment on “Protestant Cowardice” by Conrad Henry Moehlman. 
THE PROTESTANT, Vol. IV, No. 7, pp. 14-18. 
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period in the past—say around the time of the Boxer Rebellion in 1900—or is he 
referring to a certain locality where Christianity is just doing its pioneer work? 
It certainly cannot refer to the missionary work in all parts of China in the past as 
well as at present. Take my personal experience as an illustration. I am the only 
member of my father’s family to accept Christianity as my religion; but I have 
never been taken as an object of suspicion, ridicule, and persecution among my » 
family members and in the community where I was brought up. It might have 
been so in certain parts of China at a certain period; but it could not be so during 
the last fifteen or twenty years. Otherwise the Chinese Government would not 
have asked some of the missionaries and Chinese Christians to take charge of the 
social reform work in the country such as the New Life Movement and the Rural 
Reconstruction Project in Kiangsi Province. Quite a few members on the com- 
mittee for relief work under the auspices of the government at present are mis- 
sionaries. 


As to the writer’s comment on missionaries during the war and in the occupied 
areas in which he says, “‘Alas! some missionaries took the first boat home . . . Of such 
cowardice and hypocrisy Christians are not made.’ I am glad he said “some.” 
And, if he had not forgotten to mention what the other “‘some”’ have been doing 
in the occupied area as well as in Free China, I should have said that he was certainly 
impartial and just in his comment. But jumping at a conclusion as to some mission- 
aries and saying “‘of such cowardice and hypocrisy, Christians are not made’’ I think 
the writer may be too impulsive, if not unjust. I can mention quite a few mission- 
aries whom I have known all my life and who have stayed on their mission field 
in the occupied areas and lived a sacrificial life with the Chinese people in these 
hard years, although they have been again and again called back home by their 
government and advised to leave their work by their respective mission societies. 
I know a missionary and his family who went back to his mission field in 1940 
after his regular furlough in 1939, and his mission field was right in the city where 
the Japanese did the most brutal things among the people after they took the city. 
Here is a quotation from a missionary’s letter to his friend in East China. It says, 
“We here in Kingwa, feel that Paul’s letter to the Colossians (1:11) where he says, 
‘May his glorious might nerve you with full power to endure and to be patient 
cheerfully, whatever comes,’ expresses our attitude . . . We continue all the usual 
branches of work and add to them the work of emergency .. .” The repatriation 
in August is another fact which shows how the missionaries have been staying on 
their field till the last hour when circumstances made them unable to carry on their 
work. I know a missionary family who are still in the occupied area and who have 
decided to stay on their field regardless what would happen to them. There must 
have been many other missionaries, who have lived a sacrificial life among their 
Chinese friends during these years as those whom I have known. 


I write these few lines with the sincere hope that the readers of THE PRoTEs- 
TANT can see a different picture of missionary activities drawn by a person who has 
a different concept of the missionary enterprise from Dr. Moehlman’s. A generaliza- 
.tion of any kind can seldom be very valid and reliable unless it is drawn from 
different angles and different phases. 
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REPLY TO Mr. FONG 
By DR. CONRAD H. MOEHLMAN 


The original title of my editorial was, “Has the Protestant Ministry Missed 
the Bus?” and not ‘Protestant Cowardice’’. 


Mr. Fong quotes a sentence entirely out of context, thus: “Alas! Some mission- 
aries took the first boat home . . . Of such cowardice and hypocrisy, Christians 
are not made.” 


Lifting the last sentence out of context, Mr. Fong completely alters its 
original intention. He makes it refer to the missionaries. 


Nothing was further from my mind. If Mr. Fong will consult the original 
context, he will discover that the sentence refers not to any missionaries but to 
any converts to Christianity anywhere who in the hour of crisis recant their Chris- 
tianity. 1 am grateful to the editor of THE PRoTESTANT for the opportunity to 
correct so erroneous an interpretation of my all too brief editorial. 


I am rather surprised that my comments should be restricted to China, when 
Burma and the Philippines were available and Japan as well. 


FURTHER COMMENT 
By CHAO-SIU TSAI, Crozer Theological Seminary 
[Follows here a further corrective of the Moehlman editorial which 
came in after Dr. Moehlman’s reply to Mr. Fong. | 


I have great respect for your paper and its stand against the evil of Fascism. 
In the August-September issue the editorial by Dr. Conrad Moehlman entitled 
“Protestant Cowardice”’ interested me greatly. I agree with his assertion that while 
war is unchristian, ‘tyranny is more unchristian.’”’” I have been disturbed that not 
a few Christians in America have allowed their zeal for peace to blind them to in- 
justices and tyranny which exist almost everywhere and have played into the hands 
of political isolationists, some of whom may very well have ulterior motives at heart. 


In making his points, however, Dr. Moehlman has directed some strictures 
against missionaries in general which I believe are unjust. He asserts that “‘mis- 
sionary neophytes spent several years acquiring a smattering of the native tongues 
and then proceeded to substitute the religion of the white man and his culture for 
those of the yellow races. They separated a slight number of natives from their 
native cults making them objects of suspicion, ridicule and persecution among their 
neighbors.’’ It may be pointed out that Christians have not been persecuted only 
in mission lands. They only way such persecution can wholly be avoided is to stop 
preaching the gospel. There is a type of opposition to Christianity in Asia, however, 
which could and should be avoided. Perhaps this is what Dr. Moehlman intended 
to criticize in his editorial. Unfortunately Christianity has been associated in the 
minds of the people of Asia with Western imperialism under whose yoke the 
peoples of the East have suffered for more than a century. Too few Christians in 
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America know or seem to care to know about this aspect. Orientals know the meaning 
and implications of the term imperialism by experience. It is plain fact that the 
possession of a white skin has been a great handicap to the work of missionaries. 
I am not surprised that at times there have been missionaries who wished that 
they could change their color in order to come into closer fellowship with the people 
of Asia. There may be some missionaries who do not sense this feeling of resent- 
ment against white imperialism, but not missionaries as a whole. Indeed many of 
them have been in the forefront of the movement against this imperialism. Chris- 
tians in America should feel a similar concern and set themselves against im- 
perialism. 

The anti-Christian sentiment in China which came to a head some fifteen 
years ago was largely due to association in the mind of the Chinese of Chris- 
tianity with imperialism. It can be and has been removed as Christians in China 
have demonstrated their great concern with the Christian ‘principle of love and 
shown their spirit in fighting against tyranny and injustice and exploitation. In 
order to show the general attitude of present day Chinese toward Christianity I have 
translated part of a preface to a symposium entitled ‘‘Christianity and the New 
China” which was contributed by a Chinese who is not a Christian. 

“Since the May 4th movement there has been an anti-Christian movement for 
at least ten to fifteen years. But in the last five years the whole nation has a new 
understanding of Christian principles. Christians are no longer looked down upon, 
but are considerably respected. This is by no means an accident nor is it due to a 
handful of outstanding Christian leaders’ effort to reinterpret Christianity to the 
people. It is the result of thousands of individual Christians new understanding 
of and new manifestation of their faith and their. realization that Christianity has 
a contribution to make towards national emancipation. They have made the word 
“Christianity’’ call forth a new light in the heart of every Chinese.” 


Whatever one may say about the missionaries in China as a group or as in- 
dividuals, one cannot get away from the fact that they introduced Christianity to 
China which has now come to be respected. 

Dr. MoehlIman suggested in his editorial that the record of missionaries under 
fire in the present crisis was generally cowardly. Did the missionaries run away 
from their posts in time of crisis? No! Certainly the missionaries in China did not. 
Dr. George Fitch and Prof. M. S. Bates certainly did not. They deliberately chose 
to remain in Nanking to take care of the refugees when its fall was imminent. 
They know from experience that it is not pleasant to have revolvers pointed at 
their chests when mad men are behind the triggers resenting their efforts to save 
women from being raped. They know that there are better ways of having fun 
than protesting to Japanese authorities on behalf of thousands of unarmed men 
who are about to be machine-gunned. And there are many more men and women 
missionaries like them. When it was necessary for my alma mater, Fukien Chris- 
tian University, to move inland from its beautiful campus in Foochow, Prof. 
Roderick Scott, a missionary, remained in the danger zone to look after the 
property. A few weeks ago I received a letter from a missionary who was forced 
to come back on the S.S. Gripsholm. I say “forced to come back” advisedly, 
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because if she wanted to take “the first boat home” (see Dr. MoehIman’s editorial) 
she could have come to the United States in 1937 when the city fell into enemy 
hands. One can read her deepfelt love of China in this sentence: “I am one of 
the 1543 repatriates that landed from the Gripsholm on August 25th. My home 
has been in Chefoo for TWENTY-FOUR years” (The emphasis is hers). 
Missionaries in Japanese cccupied territory were forced to leave by the Japanese 
authorities, but in free China they have not had to leave. Some in occupied ter- 
ritory have been able to escape into free China. I have a personal friend whose 
work made it necessary for him to travel between China and Japan. In his attempt 
to bring facts about the war to Japanese Christians he was imprisoned in Japan. 
Another friend of mine, anticipating what would happen in Shanghai, took the 
first boat to the U.S.A. in August 1940, but he was not fleeing his post. He brought 
his family consisting of his wife and two daughters to the United States so that 
he could be free from worry and could go about his work in China more effectively. 
Then he took the first boat to go back to his work. He has been separated from his 
family ever since. When a missionary deliberately chooses to be separated from his 
family on account of his work in the field, I take off my hat to such a person. I give 
these examples from my personal knowledge, but they are not isolated cases. I can 
honestly say that these are but some of the typical cases. 

I might relate another interesting case. I was in Chungking on May 3, 1939, 
the bloody May 3rd when an air-raid killed 4700 persons. I was taking lunch 
with two missionaries when the raid took place. When the sky was thick with 
enemy planes and Chinese fighters, the medical missionary left the company which 
was safely situated in a dugout and risked his life to rush to the hospital. After the 
raid was over, I stood at the gate of that hospital and witnessed hundreds of casual- 
ties being carried into it for attention. No, in time of crisis, by and large, your mis- 
sionaries, at least in China, have not failed you. You do not have to seek for 
justification of the investment that has been made in them. Pray for more power 
to them. By and large they have remained with their fellow Chinese Christians, 
shared their perils and have presented and exemplified Christian heroism. Indeed, 
it has been such heroism as this which has shown to the Chinese that the mission- 
aries have been their friends in need. I do not think that I am exaggerating ‘n 
saying that the Chinese as a nation, Christians and nonchristians alike, have ac- 
corded your missionaries recognition for their heroism. And through them a 
“reservoir of good will’ has been won for the American people. I think Mr. Willkie 
represented the mind of the Chinese people very well when he said: “Many 
things have created this enormous reservoir. At the top of the list go the hospitals, 
schools and colleges, which Americans—many of them missionaries—have founded 
in the far corners of the world.” 

I do not want to leave the impression that there have not been people who went 
to the Orient in name as missionaries while at heart they had some other purposes 
nor that there have not been mistakes, great or small, made during the mission- 
ary enterprise abroad. But these must be treated as special cases rather than as 
a basis for generalizations such as Dr. Moehlman has made. 

Before I conclude, I want to reiterate that while I consider that Dr. Moehlman’s 
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use of the missionaries as an example of “Protestant Cowardice’’ is a bad choice 
and does injustice to present day missionaries, especially in China, my criticism 
does not take away my agreement with the importance of the point which he wanted 
to drive home, namely: “unless the leadership of American Protestantism shares 
whole-heartedly in the war effort, it will have missed the bus.” 


LETTER TO CONFERENCE OF CHRISTIANS AND JEWS 


[In accordance with an extremely peculiar practice of theirs the National 
Conference of Christians and Jews has once more circularized our editorial 
board without notice to the editor, this time with a letter of “emphatic and 
vigorous protest against” Conrad Meyer's “The Root of Anti-Semitism” in the 
last issue. We are publishing here the answer of one of the members of our 
board to this complaint. | 


Mr. WILLARD JOHNSON 
NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF CHRISTIANS 
AND JEWS 


Your letter of November 13, 1942, inquiring as to my attitude toward 
a certain article appearing in THE PROTESTANT, issue of October- 
November, 1942, under the name of Conrad Meyer, came to hand yesterday. 
Your right to protest against the article, or any other article which appears in 
that magazine or any other in the event such article appears to you as unjusti- 
fiable, I do not question. But your assumption that because I am named as one 
of the Editorial Advisers of THE PROTESTANT that I am therefore to be held in 
a way as responsible for any article which appears therein, or any part of such 
article, seems to me to assume editorial conditions under siease no magazine 
could realize any distinction of individual character. 


Before my name appeared as one of the Editorial Advisers in connection 
with THE PROTESTANT I had already felt free as a reader of the magazine to 
dissent from certain portions of one of the articles in the previous number, but 
this to the editor himself. It was on the strength of such counsel on my part 
that I was invited to join the Editorial Advisers, of whom there were listed 
already forty-five names, many of them familiar to me as among the most 
intelligent and forward-minded leaders of American thought. I had no idea, 
however, that every article which appeared in the magazine had been submitted 
for criticism to every member of this large group of counsellors. Nor, as one 
who has had many years experience in editorial work, would I have had any use 
for the magazine if this were so, for the reason indicated above that no editorial 
stamina could consist with such a medley of advance criticism on the part of 
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independently minded men. Hardly would a Roman Catholic magazine submit 
to such division of counsel. Nor would Editorial Advisers be worth very much 
to any magazine if, after the appearance of articles therein, they were to indulge 
in condemnation of this or that article, in part, or in toto, within a public, or 
semi-public range. The relation is more or less of a family quality, expressing 
major confidence on both sides, and therefore calls for no such response as you 
indicate to criticism. That should be addressed to the editor himself, or to his 
immediate Associate Editors. 


But that I may meet frankly the major issue which underlies your protest, 
that is the criticism of your own organization, for which you have official right 
to speak, I will ask you to indulge me in a further statement covering the 
general issue of cooperation between religious groups, such as Jews, Roman 
Catholics and Protestants. I am not assuming to apply such criticism to your 
fellowship, as I am not sufficiently informed on the basis of personal acquaint- 
ance with your work in particular to pass on your conduct of the work 
specifically. 


I note, first of all, that although the Jews are differentially named from the 
Christians, that the latter are as to your corporate name, viewed as though they 
were a unity, which they are not, in particular as to the spiritual Nordicism of 
the Roman Catholic group. There is no such ecclesiastical disfranchising of all 
other religionists upon the part of Jews in general as there is on the part of the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy. Let me deal, in proof of this, with my own 
experience over a period of years. 


Following my ordination in June 1887 I went to Old Mexico as a Baptist 
missionary among the Roman Catholics there. Such missionary work may be 
called in question, but it is no more to be questioned than the work of the Paul- 
ists and other Roman Catholic groups in Protestant areas. My experience there 
was brief, on account of broken health. But it was quite sufficient to discover 
that neither with myself, nor with other Protestant representatives in the com- 
munity in which we worked together, was there any slightest recognition of our 
status as fraternal religionists on the part of the Roman Catholic priesthood, or 
membership. 


Years later, from 1912 to 1920, inclusive, while pastor of the Baptist 
Church in Los Gatos, California, the church to which I ministered under my 
direction carried on each Springtime a notable series of meetings, covering eight 
days or more, under the name of The Springtime Conference. The meetings 
were held in our church building, afternoon and evening. The speakers were 
chosen for their capacity to say something vital, and were asked only to avoid 
sectarian discussion, and to give us what they had to give for the common life. 
They were chosen freely from religious or non-religious affiliations, even to the 
avowed atheist, who proved to be the most sectarian of them all. No compen- 
“sation was given, and in many instances the speakers paid their own transporta- 
tion expense. No one responded more freely, or was heard with more apprecia- 
tion by the large audiences which came from far and near to attend these meet- 
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ings, than in the instance of Rabbi Meyer and Rabbi Nieto, then outstanding in 
the religious field in San Francisco. 

One Roman Catholic priest, of high standing, who at first seemed inclined 
to accept our invitation, finally turned us down, nor could we afterwards ask 
any other, as it was made plain to us that because we used religious hymns 
without inquiring as to their origin, and opened our meetings with prayer, 
Roman Catholic participation with us was verboten. 

Is any organizational fellowship with Roman Catholics workable which 
adheres to religious freedom, and anything like an equalitarian recognition of 
even the most orthodox Protestant religious bodies? Moreover, to press the 
matter a little further, is any such association with members of the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy free from a visible emphasis of the pretentiousness and 
pontifical assumptions of the Roman Catholic Church? The subtle sectarianism 
of ecclesiastical dress is not the only factor to be considered in such association. 
Nor does the raising of these questions imply any denial of the genuine religious 
quality of individual Catholics, even to members of the hierarchy itself. 
Religion is one thing, religions quite another, as I indicated in an article 
published recently in THE PROTESTANT. Most emphatically is this so in the 
instance of Roman Catholicism. 

ROBERT WHITAKER 
Los Gatos, Cal. 


WE'RE DOING BUSINESS WITH HITLER 


By HEINZ POL 


—The Bank for International Settlements, Basle, Switzer- 


land is a long way from Stalingrad. It does not believe in war. 
The Axis and United Nations representatives on its board of 
directors are still meeting and shaping the economic post-war 
problems of the world in a “most neutral” spirit. 


oben; weeks ago the New York 

Herald Tribune published an ex- 
tremely interesting interview under the 
headline ‘Most neutral man in the 
world tells of work.’”’ It turned out that 
the most neutral man in the world is 
Mr. Thomas H. McKittrick, and that 
his work is connected with the Bank for 
Internationai Settlements, Basle, Switz- 
erland, of which he is the president. 


His neutral role which, as he em- 
phasized in the interview, is something 
unique at the present time consists in 
directing a bank which is composed al- 
most exclusively of representatives of the 
Axis powers on the one hand and of 
those of the allied nations on the other, 
yet maintaining a complete neutrality ,ir- 
respective of world events,—a neutrality 
which also applies to all transactions 
conducted by the bank, as Mr. McKit- 
trick explained. 


This neutrality, Mr. McKittrick went 
on to say, is so farreaching that since 
the outbreak of the war “there has been 
no meeting of the board of directors of 
the bank.’ He concluded the interview 
by stating that he would spend his vaca- 
tion at Milton, Mass. and would return 
to Switzerland in February in order to 


continue to supervise the business of the 
bank. 


These statements ‘whose neutrality 
leaves nothing to be desired are likely 
‘to cause surprise among all those who 
are of the opinion that the Bank for In- 
ternational Settlements (B.I.S.) is an in- 


stitution by no means floating above the 
waters, but on the contrary one of the 
strangest and in many ways most suspect 
rallying centers of very influential forces. 
There are even people who go so far as 
to say that the B.I.S. ought to be called 
“Bank for International Appeasement.” 

The Bank was founded in 1930 as 
part of the Young Plan of The Hague, 
for the exclusive purpose of regulating 
the loan service of this agreement. In 
other words, it was a bank which was to 
exercize a financial supervision over 
Germany. At the same time an interna- 
tional loan had been granted to Austria, 
and the B.I.S. was commissioned to as- 
sume control over the settlement of that 
loan, too. 

At the time of its formation the B.1.S. 
was often referred to as “the Bank of 
Banks.”’ This title was to a certain ex- 
tent justified. Its founders and exclusive 
owners were the central banks of the fol- 
lowing countries: U.S.A., England, Ger- 
many, France, Italy, Japan, Belgium. 
Holland, Switzerland, Sweden, Norway, 
Denmark, Czechoslovakia, Poland, the 
Free City of Dantzig, Hungary, Ruma- 
nia, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Greece, Fin- 
land, Latvia, Esthonia, Lithuania, and 
Albania. Each central bank received part 
of the shares issued by the B.I.S. The 
number of shares never exceeded 200,- 
000. As people used to say around 1930, 
the B.I.S. was a kind of League of Na- 
tions of international high finance, of- 
ficially backed by the respective govern- 
ments. 
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TWELFTH ANNUAL REPORT 


OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
BANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENTS 
TO THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 


held at 
BASLE, 8TH JUNE 1942 


BOARD OF DIRECTORS* 


Dott. V. Azzolini, Rome Montagu Collet Norman, London 
Y. Bréart de Boisanger, Paris Ivar Rooth, Stockholm 
Baron Brincard, Paris Dr. Hermann Schmitz, Berlin 
Walther Funk, Berlin Kurt Freiherr von Schréder, Cologne 
Alexandre Galopin, Brussels Dr. L. J. A. Trip, The Hague 
Prof. Francesco Giordani, Rome Marquis de Vogiié, Paris 
Hisaakira Kano, London Ernst Weber, Zurich 
Sir Otto Niemeyer, London Yoneji Yamamoto, Berlin 
Alternates 


Dott. Giovanni Ancanfora Rims 
Dott. Mario Pennachio 
Cameron F. Cobbold, London 
Emil Puhl, Berlin 


EXECUTIVE OFFICERS 


Thomas H. McKittrick President 
Roger Auboin General Manager 
Paul Hechler Assistant General Manager 
Dott. Raffaele Pilotti Secretary General 
Marcel van Zeeland Manager 
\ 
Dr. Per Jacobsson Economic Adviser 
Dr. Felix Weiser Legal Adviser 


* The question of the Belgian ex-officio Director and his Alternate is in abeyance. 
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Up until 1934 the transactions of the 
bank were conducted in a fairly normal 
way although Germany was very reluc- 
tant to live up to her financial obliga- 
tions. But when the Hitler regime in 
1934 discontinued both payment of 
further instalments and payment of in- 
terest one might have thought that the 
B.I.S. had about outlived its usefulness. 
Nevertheless it remained in operation. 
The governors of the central banks of 
London, Berlin, Paris, Rome, Tokyo, 
etc. convened every summer at Basle 
on the occasion of the annual general 
meeting, as though nothing had hap- 
pened. Reichsbank President Schacht 
delivered interesting speeches which 
were reprinted in the papers, and had at 
least as interesting private talks (whose 
content was not circulated) with the 
Governor of the Bank of England or 
the Banque de France. 


When after the Nazi invasion of Aus- 
tria in 1938 all payments on the interna- 
tional Austrian loan came to a standstill, 
the “Financial League of Nations” at 
Basle had lost every right to exist. But 
the board of directors decided to con- 
tinue doing business as usual. The only 
change to be noted at the general meet- 
ing in the Summer of 1939 was the ap- 
pearance of the new Reichsbank Presi- 
dent Walter Funk who attended in place 
of Schacht. Funk, too, delivered a 
dignified speech and his hand-shakes 
with his colleagues from London, Paris, 
Rome or Washington were no less cor- 
dial than those of his predecessor. 


The outbreak of the war did nothing 
to interrupt the continued existence of 
the B.I.S. Maybe this was due to one 
paragraph of the statutes which runs as 
follows: “...the Governments con- 
cerned have either as signatories of the 
Hague agreement of 1930 or by special 
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measures declared the Bank for Interna- 
tional Settlements to be immune from 
any disabilities and from any restrictive 
measures such as censorship, requisition, 
seizure or confiscation, in time of peace 
or war, reprisals, prohibition or restric- 
tion of export of gold or currency and 
other similar interferences, restrictions 
or prohibitions.” 

This paragraph which is still valid 
confers, indeed, upon the B.I.S. an ex- 
ceptional status such as no other institu- 
tion in the world—whether it be politi- 
cal, economic or cultural—can boast of 
enjoying today. Thus the mere neutral- 
ity of the bank is distinctly overshad- 
owed by its complete immunity. 

Armed with this immunity the B.LS. 
held its general meeting in the Summer 
of 1940. Newspapers in Switzerland 
and England reported at that time that 
the representatives of Germany, France, 
England, Italy, etc. had participated and 
engaged in peaceful negotiations. This 
caused the British Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer Sir Kingsley Wood to declare 
in the House of Commons that Great 
Britain continued to be interested in the 
maintenance of British participation in 
the B.I.S. Besides, no British represen- 
tative would take part in the sessions 
“without having previously obtained 
permission by his government.” 


In the Summer of 1941 the B.LS. 
also held its general meeting without 
causing much stir to the rest of the 
world. However, after the last general 
meeting in 1942 voices were raised— 
mainly in England and headed by the 
London “Financial News’’—which de- 
clared the continued activity of the B.LS. 
to be a scandal, particularly as Germany 
was representing practically all European 
countries and together with Italy and 
Japan had virtually obtained control 
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over the Bank. The ‘Financial News” 
added that at the general meeting in the 
Summer of 1942 the representatives of 
Great Britain had again sat together with 
the representatives of the Axis under 
the chairmanship of an American presi- 
dent. During a debate in the House of 
Commons which took place in October 
1942 it was pointed out that “‘the latest 
annual report of the bank put out in 
the name of President Thomas H. 
McKittrick had caused pleasure in Ger- 
many.” Sir Kingsley Wood replied that 
the existence of the bank continued to 
be important to Great Britain and that, 
besides, no British director had gone to 
Basle since the outbreak of the war. 


The annual general meeting of the 
B.I.S. is attended by its voting members. 
The only voting members are the direc- 
tors who must be representatives either 
of the various central banks or of a fi- 
nancial institution of the same nation- 
ality, according to the statutes. It is, 
therefore, difficult to understand how 
the general meetings in 1940, 1941 and 
1942 could ever have taken place with- 
out the board of directors being present. 
Furthermore, on the bank’s ‘‘Profit and 
Loss Account’? (for the financial year 
ended March 31, 1942), for instance, 
there appears an item called “Fees and 
traveling expenses’ of the board of 
directors amounting to approximately 
78,000 Swiss gold francs. Which travel- 
ing expenses other than those to Basle 
and return should the B.I.S. have paid 
for, one might ask. 


At any rate, whether or not the direc- 
tors actually did convene: that last 
general meeting in the Summer of 1942 
must have occurred under a very special 
sort of neutrality. The directors repre- 
sent the 200,000 shares issued by the 
B.I.S. Since Germany has occupied al- 
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‘most all of the European continent her 


representation (and therefore her voting 
power) is overwhelmingly large. Ger- 
many together with the occupied coun- 
tries owns today 110,000 shares. Both 
Italy and Japan own 20,000 each so 
that.three quarters of all available shares 
are controlled by the Axis. Of the re- 
maining shares, about 8,000 belong to 
small neutral countries like Sweden and 
Switzerland, 20,000 shares to the Bank 
of England and another 20,000 to the 
First National Bank of New York. 


The present board of directors is com- 
posed of three Germans, three gentle- 
men from Paris, two from Rome, two 
from Japan, two from London, and one 
from Brussels, Stockholm, the Hague 
and Zurich respectively. In other words: 
twelve directors represent the Axis or 
Axis occupied territory, and the remain- 
ing four represent the Allies and neu- 
trals. There are, furthermore, four ‘‘al- 
ternate directors’: two from Rome, one 
from Berlin, and one from London. 


It goes without saying that the direc- 
tors have been selected from among the 
most important personalities in the world 
of finance and economics. In addition 
to Reichsbank President Funk, there are 
the Nazi representatives Dr. Hermann 
Schmitz, President of the I. G. Farben, 
and Freiherr von Schroeder, the Cologne 
banker and promoter of Hitler. 


The Vichy French directors (Baron 
Georges Brincard, Marquis Louis de 
Vogiié, Bréant de Boisanger) are simul- 
taneously either directors or administra- 
tors of the Banque de France, Banque 
de l’Indochine, Banque de IAlgérie, 
Crédit Lyonnais, Compagnie de Suez, 
and of the Comité des Forges. 


The British are represented by Mon- 
tagu Norman, Governor of the Bank of 
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England, and Sir Otto Ernest Niemeyer, 
director of that same institution. 

The Japanese directors of the board 
reside in Europe, presumably to cut down 
traveling expenses for the annual meet- 
ings. One of them lives in Berlin where 
he represents the Central Bank of Tokyo. 
The other, Viscount Hisaakira Kano, is 
the representative of the Yokohama 
Specie Bank. According to the latest 
annual report of the B.I.S. dated June 
8, 1942, his place of residence is Lon- 
don. It, therefore, seems that not only 
the business transactions of the B.S. 
are immune but that the individual mem- 
bers of the board apparently enjoy the 
same privilege and can live wherever 
they please regardless of war and other 
unpleasant events. ‘ 


This list of ‘big shots” in the B.LS. 
is by no means complete. There is, fur- 
thermore, the board of executive officers 
headed by Thomas H. McKittrick. The 
other officers are a Vichy French econo- 
mist, a representative of the Reichsbank, 
a representative of the Banca d'Italia 
(Rome), and a Belgian banker. In 
other words: the staff operating under 
president McKittrick is composed en- 
tirely of Axis men. Their permanent 
place of residence is Basle. Nevertheless 
it seems that they travel frequently; the 
salaries and traveling expenses of the 
executive and staff, according to the latest 
annual report, have reached almost one 
and a half million Swiss gold francs. 


The executive board directs the 
Operations of the bank. Exactly what 
type of business is being conducted is 
only referred to in vague terms in the 
annual report of 1942. After repeatedly 
emphasizing absolute neutrality it is stat- 
ed: “As regards operations still pos- 
sible, including the management of the 
Bank’s investments on various markets, 


_ December-January 


the Bank has continued to receive the as- 
sistance of central banks and other mone- 
tary institutions with which it is in 
contact.” The only concrete reference 
concerns the Red Cross organizations in 
Switzerland for which the B.I.S. acts 
as banker. 


Laudable and important as this part 
of the B.1.S.’s activity may be, it is hard- 
ly sufficient to share Sir Kingsley Wood's 
point of view that the Bank, although in 
the hands of the Axis, is yet indispen- 
sable to the welfare of the allied nations. 

Maybe this indispensability can be 
found in the annual report proper. This 
is a book of more than 200 pages, ac- 
cessible only to the board of directors, 
their respective governments and a num- 
ber of big banks. In the latest report of 
June, 1942, the financial and economic 
measures of the individual belligerent 
powers are analyzed. In spite of the 
sober and reserved tone of the report the 
observation made in the House of Com- 
mons to the effect that the report had 
caused pleasure in Germany becomes un- 
derstandable. First, almost all sources 
mentioned in the report are of Nazi ori- 
gin: speeches by Hitler officials, reports 
of statistics issued by German boards of 
Commerce, articles published in Nazi 
papers and magazines, etc. 


Furthermore, the investigations of 
Nazi economy occupy by far the largest 
space. Finally, the report expresses its 
sympathy, nay admiration for the Nazi 
economy in a rather unmistakable fa- 
shion. Particular praise is given to the 
way in which the Nazis, contrary to the 
rest of the world, have solved the system 
of price control: ‘““The success of the 
price controlling system (in Germany) 
depends less on the ordinary functions 
of the cost and price structure than on 
sound and comprehensive official direc- 


i ie 


1943 


tion, the efficiency of the control, and the 
cooperation and discipline by the busi- 
ness world and the general public.” (P. 
18) Since this appraisal is part of a 
report which is officially signed by an 
American, namely Mr. McKittrick, it is 
no longer surprising that the Nazis 

- should rejoice over the neutrality of 
the B.LS. 

Another part of the report is devoted 
to an investigation of the manner in 
which the Nazis are dominating Euro- 
pean economy by means of their “‘multi- 
lateral clearing system.” According to 
the report this system is encounterin 
numerous technical difficulties. How- 
ever, we are assured by the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Reichsbank who is quoted in 
the report that “the new system would 
‘run smoothly when the enormously in- 
creased productive capacity of Germany 
was turned over to peacetime goods after 
the war.” Does this mean that the 
report which reflects the opinion of the 
board of directors and the executive 
board expects a Nazi victory? 

Well, the gentlemen of the B.I.S. are 
smart enough not to make one-sided 
commitments. On pages 22 and 23 they 
have given a brief post-war program, the 
way they see it. It is taken for granted 
that after the war government control 
over prices, distribution of essential 
goods, etc. will be established in all 
countries. But this control, the report 
adds hastily, should give the green light 
to the “full dynamic influence of pro- 
ductive forces.’’ On the whole, the re- 
port concludes, the solution of economic 
post-war problems should be easier this 
time than after the last war. To facilitate 
this solution even more the report re- 
commends “‘mobility of labor and flexi- 
bility generally in industry after the 
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war, ’—matters which should be direc- 
ted by the governments. 


These carefully chosen recommenda- 
tions obviously represent a compromise 
solution which has attempted to find a 
common denominator for the various 
political and economic groups of interests 
represented in the bank. Since the board 
of directors has given its official approval 
to the report one may conclude that 
men like Reichsbank President Funk, 
the president of J. G. Farben, Mr. 
Schmitz, and Montagu Norman share 
the same opinions about the reconstruc- 
tion of the post-war world. This is un- 
doubtedly an encouraging sign, which is 
but confirmed by a discovery at the end 
of the report when the B.I.S. announces 
its assets and liabilities under the head- 
ing “Long Term Deposits’’ and men- 
tions a German Government Deposit 
amounting to approximately 76 million 
Swiss gold francs. That the Hitler re- 
gime has entrusted this respectable sum 
of gold to the administration of the 
Basle ‘‘international high finance’’, is 
unquestionably further proof of the 
strict neutrality of the B.I.S. 


There are, of course, people who have 
arrived at other conclusions. These are 
not confined to the circle around the 
London “Financial News’ which in 
spite of all denials and dementis still 
maintains that members of the B.I.S.’s 
board of directors continue to meet. 
There are other people, too, mostly 
Swiss, even residents of Basle, who, be- 
ing closer to the scene of events, i. e. the 
B.I.S., have seen or heard a number of 
things which they are whispering into 
each other’s ears. 

Indeed, it cannot be denied that the 
atmosphere surrounding the building of 
the B.I.S. is full of rumors and secret 
allusions. Although some of them are 
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no doubt exaggerated the time seems to 
have come to pose a few questions in 
addition to those already brought up: 

1. Is it true that the members of the 
board of directors of the B.I.S. since the 
beginning of the war have held no ofh- 
cial meetings in Basle, but have attended 
“purely private’’ reunions in Basle or 
other cities? Is it true that during such 
reunions some of them were represented 
by special emissaries in order to avoid 
personal appearance? Is it true that men 
like Funk, Schmitz, Niemeyer and Mon- 
tagu Norman like to take summer vaca- 
tion trips to Switzerland? And is it 
true that Schacht who has many friends 
in the board of directors has made at 
least two trips to Basle since the out- 
break of the war? 


2. Is it true that part of the negotia- 
tions to bring about a fusion between 
the German and French industry and 
finance was conducted “‘privately’’ by 
members of the board of directors of the 
B.I.S.2 And is it true in this connec- 
tion that Flandin and Pucheu, both of 
them commissioned by the French de 
Wendel group, met some of the mem- 
bers of the board of directors both in 
Basle and Geneva shortly before they 
emerged in Algiers as supporters of the 
Allied Nations? 

3. Is it true that owing to the inter- 
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national agreements of 1930 the activi- 
ties of the members of the board of direc- 
tors are free from any restrictions? Is 
it true that wherever they travel their 
luggage cannot be searched, their files 
cannot be confiscated? 

4. Is it true that the majority of the 
board of directors as well as of the 
board of executive officers has for more 
than a year been convinced of the neces- 
sity of a negotiated peace? And is it true 
in this connection that “private propo- 
sals’’ worked out by several members 
have been internationally circulated 
thanks to the neutrality of the B.1.S.? 

5. And is it finally true that the 
deposit of the German Government 
amounting to about 76 million Swiss 
gold francs represents part of the for- 
tunes which have been accumulated 
abroad by high Nazi officials like Goer- 
ing? 

Since the official wartime activities of 
the B.I.S. are strange and obscure enough 
(although certainly ‘‘neutral’’), 
things which might have happened with- 
in the private and unofficial sphere of 
this institution may well warrant a care- 
ful investigation. It is up to those who 
should know all about the activities of 
the Bank as well as the ugly rumors 
surrounding them to issue the proper 
denials and dementis. 


“The enemy's behaviour in battle does not fit in 


with any rules. 


The Soviet system which brought 


into being the Stakhanovite is now producing a Red 
Army man who furiously fights on even when the 
situation is hopeless. For some reason the Russians 
resist even when resistance is senseless.” 


—Berliner Boersenzeitung 
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THE ULTIMATE PROTESTANTISM 


By ROBERT WHITAKER 


—The supreme pro-testant of the ages—Jesus of Nazareth— 
made the Last Judgment itself an everlasting arbitrament on the 
side of the uttermost democracy. The “accepted,” are those who had 
lived the primacy of human need and human fellowship, the “re- 
jected,” those who had imagined that something else was religion. 


ROTESTANTISM, whether it be 

identified with the so-called German 
Reformation, or carried back to the for- 
mation of the organized Christian move- 
ment, has never been as protestant as it 
had need to be. It missed, fundamental- 
ly, the character of that protest which 
brought Jesus to his cross, whereby the 
cross has its proper meaning as against 
the borrowed propitiatory interpretation 
drawn from Judaism and paganism. For 
this reason also, the life-story of Jesus 
was practically ignored in the church 
scriptures, as edited and authorized by 
original Christian ecclesiasticism. The 
thirty years which Jesus lived at Nazareth 
were left substantially without record, 
| quite discernibly because they did not 
_ fit into the pattern of the conformist 
_ theology the Christian propagandists 
adopted following Jesus’ death. Like- 
wise the church epistles, and even the 
book of Acts, passed with silence the 
_ most significant features of Jesus’ minis- 
| try. The Sermon on the Mount does not 
| appear, nor any distinct quotation from 
» it, much less Luke’s more drastic ver- 
sion, The Sermon on the Plain. The 
parables of Jesus are wholly missing, al- 
though the very heart of his teaching 
and his moral attitude is there. Referen- 
ces to his works of healing are sparse, 
and of the most general character. His 
death, though openly and undeniably 
the sequence of his protest against the 
dominant religious and political order 
of his day, is made a mystery of divine 


determinism, quite superfluous to ex- 
plain how naturally and inevitably he 
reaped the fruit of social protest in all 
ages. 

On the other hand there was resort to 
the Hebrew scriptures, as supernaturally 
given and divinely authorized, for the 
discovery of the pattern to which Jesus 
must be conformed. The Red Letter 
edition of our Bible, in which the Old 
Testament section marks with red type, 
or with a star, those passages supposedly 
pointing to quotation and confirmation 
in the New Testament, contains not less 
than two hundred and fifty such de- 
signated prophecies or forecasts. In the 
New Testament section of the same edi- 
tion there are five hundred passages 
enumerated as having an Old Testament 
connection, more or less verbally iden- 
tical or implicit. The Bible prophecy 
fakirs, who abound in this present period 
of war and social distress, carry this sort 
of parallelism to far more questionable 
degree. Not so long ago I heard one of 
the most widely known of these declare 
in his usual Sunday morning Bible les- 
son that the doctrine of the atonement 
through Jesus’ death was set forth in 
the instructions which God gave to 
Abraham concerning the building of the 
Ark. “Thou shalt pitch it within and 
without with pitch,” appears as part 
of the detail given directly from heaven. 
The word “pitch” as it occurs first of 
all above is the Hebrew word, kaphar. 
It is found more than a hundred times in 
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the Old Testament, though only in this 
instance is it translated, “pitch”. More 
than seventy times it is given the English 
word, “atonement”, in one connection 
or another. The root meaning of kaphar 
is to ‘cover’, and in this sense it is used 
in the passage quoted above. Figurative- 
ly it is made to carry the idea that God 
will cover, or will not cover, this or that 
transgression. So also it is translated, 
“purge’’. 

This verbal particularism on the part 
of the modern Protestant movement 
known as Fundamentalism, that is 
“foundation gospel”, runs far beyond 
any warrant which it has in either the 
Old Testament or the New Testament 
scriptures. Yet it must be admitted that 
it has its rootage there, in the New Tes- 
tament particularly. The predicament of 
liberal Protestantism in meeting this 
Biblical infantilism is that the only 
documents which we have for guiding us 
to a true understanding of Jesus of 
Nazareth are overlaid in almost every 
part with this procedure of apostolic 
Christianity. 

The procedure was neither accidental 
nor ill-intentioned upon the part of Peter 
and Paul and their fellow Christians of 
that and following generations, as it is 
by no means accidental or ill-intentioned 
today. It grew out of the consternation 
which fell upon the followers of Jesus 
when he was crucified, and his cause ap- 
parently lost, and out of the exultation 
consequent upon the faith that he had 
survived and conquered death. How was 
so inexpressible a horror as the cross, 
and so yet more inexpressible a glory 
as the resurrection to be mediated to 
others, either in the Jewish or the Romar 
world? 

Had they gone back to Nazareth to 
justify by Jesus’ career there, either the 
fact or the faith, what could they have 
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hoped to find which would have weight 
with unbelievers? Or how would a study 
of the commonplace of Jesus’ ministry 
work to prove him the Messiah they be- 
lieved him to be? The Gospel narratives 
were not yet written, and so far as they 
existed at all during the generation in 
which the evangelism of the apostolic 
age took form the reminiscences of 
actual observers and hearers of Jesus’ 
own evangelism were too scattered and 
inchoate for effective propaganda use. 
Jesus had left no writings of his own. 
His home town of Nazareth had rejected 
him with projected violence on the oc- 
casion when he had returned to it. OF- 
ficial Judaism, and the Jewish people at 
large had scorned whatever of current 
claim had been set forth on his behalf 
while he lived. What was there left for 
the support of the great affirmation his 
disciples advanced after his scandalous 
death except the emphasis upon his 
resurrection, and a no less miraculous 
relationship of his death to the eternal 
counsels of the Most High as against 
the apparent triumph of human madness 
and caprice? 

Is there any occasion for wonder, 
therefore, that those who went out to 
preach the “risen Christ’, and those 
who later sought to cover his ministry 
with their abbreviated accounts, were 
less concerned with a factual approach 
to biographical realism than they were 
to proclaim their faith that at every turn 
that which had happened to Jesus had 
happened, to use their own phraseology, 
“that it might be fulfilled’ which had 
been written in prophetic anticipation 
centuries before? Every new discovery 
of a possible correspondence between 
ancient utterance and present report as to 
what had come to pass in respect to 
Jesus was hailed as a proof that the 
leading of the Spirit was there. So it is 
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said of Apollos, who seems to have 
rivalled Paul and Peter in popularity at 
Corinth, that he was “mighty in the 
scriptures,” and “mightily convinced the 
Jews, and that publicly, shewing by the 
scriptures that Jesus was Christ.’’ This 
after the disciples had taken him in 
hand. 

Liberal Protestantism has not yet in 
any adequate measure set forth to the 
common people of our generation this 
situation as it constituted the predica- 
ment of the immediate followers of 
Jesus when they undertook to present 
Jesus of Nazareth and of Calvary as the 
Messiah of Jewish expectation and the 
Saviour of the World. 

This failure on the part of liberal 
Protestantism harks back to an unwill- 
ingness or inability to put into simple 
terms, open to the understanding of 
everyday people whether church folks or 
outsiders, the realities behind Jewish 
prophecy itself, even when that prophecy 
is freed from fantastic exaggeration. 

Judaism had its own predicament to 
meet. That predicament emerged from 
the major reality they were forced to 
meet, that the alleged promises of 
Jehovah to Abraham and Moses and 
later Israelite leaders and spokesmen 
had not been fulfilled in the course of 
the national history. They had been as- 
sured that above all the peoples of the 
earth they were the preferred of heaven, 
and were destined to rule mankind. 
David was exalted as the type of the 
greater rulership which was to come 
under the revelation of an ‘anointed 
one’ of more exalted power. Nothing 
of the kind had happened in the instance 
of an individual here and there who had 
been hailed in prophetic utterance or in 
popular expectation as the expected one. 
On the contrary that which had hap- 
pened to Israel and to Judah was in 
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line with that which had happened to 
the other small nations which shared the 
occupancy of Palestine with them. As 
Denmark and Norway went down in 
the general crashing of Hitler Nazism in 
Europe, together with Belgium and Hol- 
land and their fellow nations, so was it 
with ‘the Chosen People” when As- 
syria and Babylon and Egypt and Greece 
and Rome battled for the hegemony of 
the world of Biblical times. Even their 
remporary independence, following upon 
the marvellous military achievements of 
the Maccabees, resulted in internicine 
strife and disaster in yet more tragic 
terms. 

_ This was the dilemma of the seers and 
master minds of Israel and Judah long 
before the predicament of the followers 
of Jesus took form. The efforts to solve 
the problem followed various lines. Out- 
standing was the emphasis of the priest- 
ly mind that the Chosen People had 
failed in an exclusive devotion to Jeho- 
vah, as against all other gods, and to 
the Temple and its rituals, as against 
the worship in “High Places’’ and in 
foreign forms. The prophetic explana- 
tion stressed moral and social failure, 
especially the latter, as witness Isaiah 
and Jeremiah, Amos, Hosea, and Micah 
especially. The prophetic emphasis did 
not die. But it was the priestly em- 
phasis which won out, that, and the 
political expectation of another David, 
or the apocalyptical “Son of Man’”’ who 
was to come from heaven. 

In the main all of these were illusions. 
It was an illusion that God had, or ever 
has had, a Chosen People. It was an il- 
lusion that any amount of exclusive devo- 
tion to Jehovah of Israel would have 
operated to stay the imperial duels of 
that ancient world where Israel had 
camped down in the middle of the high- 
ways of commerce and in the cockpit of 
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contemporary world warfare. As well ex- 
pect the Pilgrim and Puritan tradition 
of New England to deliver us from 
world warfare today. Even the greatest 
of the prophets were over sanguine as to 
the destiny which awaited the “chosen 
remnant’, whereby would be fulfilled 
the ascendancy foretold in the early He- 
brew scriptures. 

But this was the tradition Christianity 
inherited and followed upon Jesus’ 
death. That death was given a priestly 
character. The resurrection doctrine laid 
hold of the apocalyptical dream, and af- 
firmed, very questionably, that they had 


it from the lips of Jesus also. They pro- 


ceeded to build side by side with this 
the highly wrought theological structure 
of Paul. 

The propitiation of offended deity or 
offended moral law by blood offerings 
was fundamental in the Hebrew tradi- 
tion, and took the form of their basic 
economic life, in the emphasis upon the 
lamb offering. Nothing of the kind ap- 
pears properly in the story of Jesus, nor 
does it belong of right to any justifiable 
interpretation of the occasion or the 
meaning of his death. 

More open to question is the issue as 
to whether Jesus accepted the Messianic 
expectation of his people. Those pas- 
sages in the Gospels in which he seems 
to share the doctrine which became so 
outstanding in the faith of the early 
Christian church bear many indications 
of having been written-in after that faith 
had assumed its dominance in Christian 
thought. This cannot be argued ef- 
fectively with the rank and file of the 
Christian constituency until Christian 
scholarship dares contest the supersti- 
tion of Bible infallibility as openly in 
the pulpit as it does in the more forward- 
minded of the theological schools. The 
inheritance behind this assumption of 
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infallible scriptures roots in the same 
tradition which has given the Roman 
Catholic the dogma of an infallible 
church. Further back it roots in Judaism, 
which hardly carried it to the same ex- 
treme. Protestantism is not truly pro- 
testant as long as it accepts such dogma 
with regard to either the Old Testament 
or the New Testament, or is content to 
hold a more realistic attitude only in 
scholastic areas. 

But the understanding of Jesus’ at- 
titude toward the Messianic hope of the 
Judaism of his day need not wait upon 
the popularizing of what Protestant up- 
to-date Seminaries teach the chosen few 
who enter the ministry. Jesus certainly 
was not unaware of Jewish expectation, 
nor of the variety of form in which that 
expectation clothed itself in his day. 
The thirty years of quiet life in Nazareth 
had given him abundant opportunity to 
think upon it. His familiarity with the 
Jewish prophets, and his obvious em- 
phasis, together. with John the Baptist, 
upon Isaiah, ought to have awakened 
Protestantism before this time to the 
fact that the Messianic pattern of Juda- 
ism in Jesus’ day was not of a single 
thread or design. The question is what 
design did it hold in the mind of Jesus? 

We do not have to seek in vain for 
the answer, meagre as is the story of the 
years in which Jesus’ thought was tak- 
ing shape. Two passages are outstand- 
ing in giving us light upon this problem. 
The first is that in which he makes both 
announcement and defense of the work 
he has undertaken, to his fellow towns- 
men at Nazareth. Claiming no origin- 
ality for this definition of the Messiah- 
ship, as he had undertaken to pursue it, 
he quotes Isaiah in words that have 
never been sufficiently weighed in the 
areas of organized Christianity. ‘He 
hath anointed me to preach the gospel 
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to the poor; he hath sent me to heal the 
broken-hearted, to preach deliverance to 
the captives, and recovering of sight to 
the blind, to set at liverty them that are 
bruised, to preach the acceptable year 
of the Lord.’’ Mark you, that the in- 
troductory phrase which I am quoting 
following these words, rather than pre- 
ceding them, runs to the effect, that ‘The 
Spirit of the Lord is upon me, because” 
he had chosen and was following this 
conception of the Messianic role. He 
was not beyond saying later that who- 
ever would “‘do the will of God’ was his 
“mother and sister and brother”. In 
other words, Isaiah’s program, which 
Jesus had made his own, was a program 
open to whoever would accept it, and pay 
the price. 

In accord with this is the answer which 
Jesus gave to the delegation which John 
the Baptist sent to him when John’s faith 
wavered as to whether Jesus was the 
Messiah, or, like himself, only a mes- 
senger of one to come. Jesus replied, 
“Go and show John again those things 
which ye do hear and see. The blind 
receive their sight, and the lame walk, 
the lepers are cleansed, and the deaf 
hear, the dead are raised, and the poor 
have the gospel preached to them.” 

However this catalogue, as to its par- 
ticulars, may have been affected by the 
late date at which the Gospel of Mat- 
thew, in which it appears, was written it 
is an appeal to a ministry on Jesus’ part 
which was evidently disappointing to 
John. The outstanding difference be- 
tween Isaiah and John the Baptist, on 
the one hand, and Jesus, on the other 
hand, was that neither Isaiah nor John 
had dared to so interpret the democratic 
character of the Messiah as to adopt the 
part for themselves. Their projection 
of the figure of him who was to come 
was too supernatural and imperial to 


THE ULTIMATE PROTESTANTISM f 29 


come within the scope of such a vast 
adventure on their part. It is because 
Jesus saw Messtahship as a universal 
vocation that he lives today. 

But his disciples never saw it so. Jesus 
recognized that the higher-ups in the 
Judaism if his day, whether at Nazareth 
or in Jerusalem, were too sure of their 
own status and. understanding to be 
democratized in their thought of the 
social transformation which a king- 
dom of heaven on earth would mean. 
For any man who had lived a life- 
time in an obscure town like Naza- 
reth, who had worked as an artisan as 
bread-winner for himself and the full- 
fledged ordinary family to which he be- 
longed, and who claimed for himself 
neither academic nor literary nor social 
distinction of any recognized order, for 
such a one to define Messiahship as with- 
in his reach, this was an offense beyond 
words. It could only be accepted as he 
was divested of any real humanness and 
clothed upon again with the habilaments 
of the antient tradition. 

This his disciples did despite every 
effort that he made to remove from their 
thought the whole concept of preferred 
person, preferred class, and preferred 
creed. There is no record that he ever 
asked any man or woman whom he 
served whether they were Jew or hea- 
then, respectable or disreputable. On the 
contrary he openly transgressed every 
limitation of an ecclesiastical or theo- 
logical sort which stood between human 
service and relief. The Samaritan was 
the “good neighbor’, as against priest 
and the whole priestly order. Hunger in 
the corn-field had precedence over the 
sanctity of the sabbath. The model em- 
ployer was the man who paid off his 
workers according to their common need, 
not according to their varient service in 
terms of what they had done. 
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Vastly more could be said on behalf 
of this supreme pro-testant of the ages 
who dared to make the Last Judgment 
itself an everlasting arbitrament on the 
side of the uttermost democracy. The 
“accepted” are those who had lived the 
primacy of human need and human fel- 
lowship, the “rejected”, those who had 
imagined that something else was re- 
ligion. It is quite needless and inap- 
propriate to seek to identify Jesus with 
any of the economic theorems of our 
day. His was a simple, natural, yet 
revolutionary recognition of the bases 
on which human progress and the hope 
for a worthwhile future depends. Hz- 
man values first. Human fellowship as 
wide as human need. Messiahship, 
courageous, self-sacrificing devotion to 
these. The supremacy of love? Yes. 
But love, without protest? No. Pro- 
test that would challenge all, Church 


or State included, that would bar the’ 


human way. 

The predicament of modern Pro- 
testantism is how to escape its age-long 
entanglements with outworn dogmas 
and conforming ecclesiasticisms. The 
Ecumenical Movement, that is the effort 
to achieve world wide religious unity, 
has no such promise in it as many hold 
forth. It is in danger of falling into the 
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sloughs of compromise rather than rising 
to the firm ground of effective protest 
against decadent formalisms and ob- 
solete dogmatisms and sectarianisms. An 
incalculable vested interest is on the side 
of the deeply rooted conformities. On 
this side also is the innumerable body 
of men and women of outstanding recog- 
nition who are the forceful sales staff 
of the old order. Beyond both of these, 
in its power to maintain the status quo 
in the religious field, is the antiquity 
and universality of accustomed thought 
and heart-engaging emotionalism. “It 
was good enough for father, it is good 
enough for me. It was good enough for 


mother . . . it was good enough for 
sister . . . it was good enough for 
brother . . . etc., etc.”’ Where is the 


end of this emotional appeal in the field 
of religion, which has no such betraying 
parallel in any other section of world 
development? To quote again, “Who 
shall deliver us from the body of this 
death’’ if Protestantism shall fail to be 
truly protestant? Protestant it has been, 
on behalf of one dogma as against an- 
other, one ritual as against another. To 
be rid of this were something. But how 
little unless protest goes deeper and 
lays hold of the things whereby the 
world is perishing today. 


As the Spanish civil conflict continued, and as the European non-intervention agree- 


ment was flagrantly violated, the policy of non-interference pursued by the United States 
aroused criticism from partisans in this country of one or the other of the contending 
factions in Spain. There was a feeling in some quarters that our policy should be 
changed. This Government, however, was convinced that—in the light of growing 
complications during 1935 in endeavoring to preserve peace in the Italo-Ethiopian 
sttuation— a change in its policy with regard to Spain would in no way serve the cause 
of peace but on the contrary would create for this country a serious risk of military 
involvement. Consequently the policy announced by the Executive and unanimously 
adopted by the Congress was pursued by the United States throughout the period of the 
Spanish civil conflict. 

PEACE AND WAR 

Published by the Department of State, U. S. A., 1942 


BEWARE THE HABSBURGS! 
By JOSEPH GORICAR 


—Is Otto to be lifted onto the ancient throne of the Habsburgs with the 
good-will of the United States of America and the blessing of the Vatican? 


N THE troubled days of our Civil 

War, in 1864, an Austrian Archduke, 
responding to the name of Maximilian 
of Habsburg, brother of Emperor Fran- 
cis Joseph I, landed in Vera Cruz, Mexi- 
co. With the help of the French bayo- 
nets of Napoleon III, his sponsor, and 
with the blessings of the Vatican, he was 
seated as Emperor Maximilian on the 
ancient throne of the Aztecs. 

Both our then warring capitals, Wash- 
ington and Richmond, were aghast at 
the prospect of the establishment of a 
Habsburg Monarchy on the continent 
of America. It was only in 1865, when 
the Civil War had come to an end, that 
the government of our reborn United 
States of America had the strength to ask 
Napoleon HI to withdraw his troops 
from the soil of America. This done, 
Maximilian’s throne soon toppled over, 
and shortly after, Maximilian faced the 
Mexican firing squad. 

This Habsburg Monarchist adventure 
on American soil, in these troubled 
times, would hardly have come to 
the memory of any American in these 
present troubled times, were it not for 
a curious parallel in history. Hardly 
two years ago, once more an Austrian 
Archduke, responding to the name of 
Otto of Habsburg, Pretender to the 
toppled-over throne of the Habsburg 
Dual-Monarchy, landed on the soil of 
America. Strange to say, he is now 
scheduled to take the passage back to 
Europe, to be lifted onto the ancient 
throne of the Habsburgs, with the good- 
will, if not the bayonets, of the United 
States of America and the blessing of 


the Vatican. Thus the Two-Way pas- 
sage of the Habsburgs will have been 
completed. 

Have the Habsburgs learned anything 
from their long family and state history? 
One may doubt it. Many a would-be 
exiled king or emperor or pretender to 
a throne has invoked the stars from 
heaven as witness, that he will be good, 
that he will behave and that he will be 
democratic and liberal, if he be restored 
again to power. The common people of 
today are looking on all such promises 
with scepticism. This, even if old time 
diplomacy should honestly credit a pre- 
tender to any throne with such honorable 
intentions. In all monarchies, the Court 
propagandists know very well how to 
give to every ruler the stamp of demo- 
cracy. In Austria, for instance, they let 
Kaiser Francis Joseph go once a year 
to the “Wurstl-Prater”, the popular 
“hot-dog’”’ amusement place of old Vien- 
na, a sort of Coney Island. They let 
him sit down with his adjutant to drink, 
amidst his faithful subjects of the lower 
class, a glass of Pilsner and eat a pair of 
luscious “wurstl” with horse-radish. 
And that gesture they invoked as a proof 
of Habsburg democracy. But otherwise 
this same Kaiser, as every ruler was 
kept hidden away somewhere in his. 
castles or his palaces, protected by the 
Spanish Court Ceremonial from the 
approaches of the common people. Will 
these people who have so many times 
been led by the Habsburgs to the slaugh- 
ter-house, trust this, their old or new 
“hot-dog’’ democracy? 
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Otto of Austria gave himself away 
too early, when his propaganda machine 
mentioned Dollfuss and Schuschnigg 
That alone is proof of what is in store 
for the Austrian people, if the Habs- 
burgs are coming back. Who was Doll- 
fuss? Was not he the Austrian Chancel- 
lor who, at the behest of Mussolini, 
staged a kind of “March on Vienna” 
and who, in the old Habsburg manner, 
did destroy with bullets and shrapnel 
the Austrian People’s Republic in 1933, 
giving with this a shining example in 
the high art of statescraft to his Spanish 
emulator, Franco the Butcher? Yes, 
Dollfuss was the initiator and the usher- 
in of that fatal Clero-Fascism, sponsored 
and propagated by the political brains of 
the Roman Catholic Church, and held 
in particular high esteem by the Vatican 
as the only antidote to Marxian Com- 
munism. The never failing wisdom of 
the Viennese people soon got Dollfuss’ 
mark by calling him the ‘“Milli-Metter- 
nich”, alluding to his diminutive stature 
(milli-meter a thousandth part of a 


meter). This Milli-Metternich played » 


on the same reactionary strings as did 
all the Habsburgs for centuries before 
him. And exactly, in the same way, he 
led his country into the disaster of the 
Anschluss. 

And who was Schuschnigg? Was not 
he the Chancellor who supported the 
Royalist movement in Austria, and who 
helped the Habsburgs get their money 
back? 

The Royalist Movement in Austria 
was supported in 1935 by Adolf Hitler 
through Franz von Papen, then the 
Reich’s Minister in Vienna. They suc- 
ceeded in passing in the Viennese Par- 
liament a law to restore to the Habsburgs 

-their property amounting to 100 million 
dollars. The Habsburgs then managed 
to transfer a good part of their property 
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to foreign countries, including England 


and America. In New York alone they 
have some 10 million dollars on deposit. 
Hitler played with the Austrian Royalists 
until March 1938, that is, until the An- 
schluss, when he dropped them over- 
board. 

From that time on, Otto started the 
Movement for the restoration of the 
Habsburgs chiefly among the French and 
Belgian Royalists, publishing in Brus- 
sels a royalist propaganda sheet “Voix 
d’Autriche’’, (which is now being con- 
tinued as “Voice of Austria” in Canada). 
The Habsburgs were in Brussels when 
the Germans moved in. They left in 
such a hurry that they had not even time 
to destroy their files. When the Gestapo 
got hold of the archives, they arrested 
some 100 persons in Brussels, and put 
Otto on the black list. Otto fled first to 
Paris, then to Spain and Portugal, finally 
crossing the ocean to America, under the 
fictitious name of Otto de Bar, and 
provided with a Belgian passport. This 
Otto de Bar was then introduced into 
the White House by the Vichy-French 
Ambassador in Washington. 

When Myron Taylor, our special en- 
voy to the Vatican, returned from his 
mission to Rome and London, things be- 
gan to move quickly. First very promi- 
nent American Archbishops and Bishops 
published a declaration supporting the 
war aims of the Administration, and the 
Catholic clergy was instructed to preach 
and pray for our victory over our ene- 
mies. About the same time several 
Royalist movements of Catholic pre- 
tenders to their respective thrones got 
under way—of Don Jaime, Pretender 
to the Spanish Throne, of Count of 
Paris, Pretender to the French Throne, 
while Otto of Habsburg was entrusted 
with forming the Austrian Battalion. 
All these Royalist movements are sup- 
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ported by the Catholic International, be- 
cause the Vatican has a tremendous in- 
terest in re-establishing monarchies in 
Spain, France, Austria, as in fact all over 
Europe. Otto’s recognition here is only 
a part of the great plan of bringing back 
all the run-away dynasties of Europe and 
reseating them on the toppled-over 
thrones of European countries. There 
seems to be also a Russian Grand-Duke, 
Pretender to the Romanoff Throne wait- 
ing for his call in London, while the 
Count of Paris has already found his 
way into North French-Africa. All the 
European Dynasties, on thrones or off 
thrones, are united to put the above men- 
tioned plan through, when the time 
comes, by mutually supporting each 
other in their respective royalist move- 
ments. 

The whole deal was probably closed 
by the Pope and Myron Taylor in Rome. 
This will be the anti-Communist Bloc, 
or it is better to’ say the anti-Russian 
Bloc. 

Of course, if the Austrian people 
want the Habsburgs back again, nobody 
can have anything against it. Everyone 
will be glad to see Hitler's Ostmark 
again retake its original name of Austria 
which it has lost through a long chain 
of erroneous state-policies of the Habs- 
burgs. As regards the revival of the old 
Austro-Hungarian Empire, or of a 
“Catholic Danubian Federation” under 
the over-lordship of the Habsburgs, they 
had better leave this scheme alone, as this 
means the lining-up, the real “Auf- 
marsch” toward a World War III. 
Germany has always in store some Hitler, 
who will try again and again to lay in 
chains Europe and finally other coun- 
tries, including America. 

In this connection, America should 
also know and study before it is too late 
Franz von Papen’s scheme of a ‘“Kato- 
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lische Federation der Donau Staaten’’. 
We also must ask ourselves, where were 
the policies and decisions for Austria 
made, in Vienna or Berlin? Plotting and 
scheming was mostly done on the Ball- 
platz in Vienna, but the final decisions 
were made in the Wilhelm-Strasse, Ber- 
lin. True, as long as Prince Bismark, 
the Iron Chancellor, was at the helm of 
the Kingdom of Prussia and since the 
Versailles of 1871, at the helm of the 
affairs of the new German Empire, many 
schemes, hatched out by the Habsburgs 
and the Vatican, were nipped in the bud. 
But when that helmsman was forced by 
vain-glorious William II to depart, the 
Habsburgs had easy sailing and steered 
us right into World War I. 

Will Otto von Habsburg be an Em- 
peror of Austria in his own name, or 
will he be forced by a still powerful 
post-war Germany, to become its Gau- 
leiter, i. e., executioner of all the new 
schemes of a defeated Germany to re- 
trieve her fortunes? We must keep in 
mind the fact that if the would-be 
Kaiser Otto has a plan of a Federated 
Austria, so has His Excellency Franz 
von Papen, papal chamberlain and one 
of the founders of Hitler’s Third Reich. 
Is Papen’s ‘Catholic Federation of the 
Danube-States”’ not an enlarged scheme 
of Otto’s ‘Danube Federation”, by in- 
cluding the Catholic parts of today’s 
Germany? Where will then Otto’s Aus- 
trian Federation come in? Which of the 
two contestants will be stronger? Will 
not Franz von Papen have the backing 
of the-Vatican in preference to Otto von 
Habsburg? Will this not mean a back- 
ing for a new Crusade against the East, 
in other words against the Russian 
Orthodoxy, or in more familiar terms, 
for a New War to Satisfy the German 
“Drang nach Osten’? Otto’s Austria, 
engulfed in a new Prussian-German em- 
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pire, will once more engulf the whole 
world in 2 new war, by far bloodier than 
the present one. 

Will the Austro-German diplomacy 
once more find some Slavs unprepared, 
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and last but not least, of Soviet Russia, 
which in the interests of world peace 
will take good care that after this war 
Germany and her satellites will be kept 
in the bounds of order. 


or their governments willing tools of 
cooperation with a new Hitler, as in 
World War II? Hardly. Neither in a 
new Czechoslovakia, nor a new Poland, 
nor a new Yugoslavia or Bulgaria. The 
same can be expected of the new Hun- 
gary or Roumania, which will abhor 
even the idea of a new war. The same 
can be said of a new, chastised Italy, 


We have fought World War I to 
get rid of the Habsburgs and Hohenzol- 
lerns. Are we fighting World War II, 
which is only a continuation of World 
War I, to restore to power once more 
the Habsburg Dynasty? 


Beware of the Habsburgs, they carry 
the virus of the Third World War. 


JEWS IN SOVIET RUSSIA 


Not less than three million Jews were uprooted from thew homes with the 
advance of the Nazt troops into Russta, lost everything they had, It 1s a horrifying 
chapter of suffering and pain the like of which history has never before known. 
Thousands of families have been scattered, fathers, mothers, children separated, 
and who can say whether they wil ever be united again. In this connection, pro- 
found thanks are due to the Soviet government and the disciplined Party leaders. 
Lt is a fact that not less than 7090 of the Jews were rescued from the claws of the 
Nazis through the Soviet might. In dozens of cities and towns—especially in 
Ukrainia and Bessarabia—Jews were the fst to be evacuated. In spite of the 
Army s desperate need for transportation, thousands of trams were provided for 
the evacuated Jews, and food and warm clothing was provided during the long 
journeys which lasted fwe and six weeks, and special care was gwen to the children 
ana the sick. The advantages of this treatment were twofold: frst, hundreds of 
thousands of lwes were saved, and second, bighways were quickly cleared of 
millions of refugees, a corcumstance with which France, for imstance, never 
reckoned. 

The millions of evacuees, Jewish and non-Jewish, were quickly settled and 
put to useful work—again, to give Caesar his due, thanks to the Soviet government. 
Thousands of Jewish families—with breadwinners working in the large factories— 
began to live like human beings again. Thousands were sent out to the farms to 
work on equal terms in the cooperatives. In a few months the large majority of the 
evacuees (the men-folk having gone into the army) were able to devote their labor 
and thei skill to the needs of the war against the Nazi hordes, 

—Excerpt from Congress Weekly 


THE BRIDGE UNDER WATER 
By KONSTANTIN SIMONOV 


ib WAS the end of October, the last 
good weather days of the month, and 
a lull prevailed at the front. On that 
day one of the most complex problems 
of the forthcoming operation to pierce 
the enemy line was decided on a grassy 
lawn in the woods. 


This sector of the front had been 
stabilized in August, with a river separat- 
ing the German from the Soviet posi- 
tions. The river was sufficiently wide 
and deep to prevent tanks from crossing 
it. 

When Mukhin received the order to 
prepare for the breach, he summoned 
engineer Sosnovkin and said, ‘“You must 
ensure the crossings of the tanks, but. . .”’ 
and the general pauséd meaningfully, 
“first a bridge is to be erected before the 
offensive begins and not in the course 
of it; and second, it is desirable to keep 
the work and the place secret from the 
Germans’. 

Sosnovkin asked for 24 hours time to 
solve this seemingly insoluble problem. 
In the course of these 24 hours he built 
in his mind dozens of the most unusual 
projects. Finally at daybreak, as his 
numbed fingers were rolling what was 
perhaps his hundredth cigarette, he hit 
upon a final plan as he immediately re- 
alized the sole solution. 

Returning to the general, Sosnovkin 
reported that he had found the solu- 
tion and would build an ordinary bridge 
which would however have two peculiar- 
ities. First, it would be not a solid 
bridge, but one built in sections; and se- 
cond, instead of passing above it would 
pass under the water. Spaced a meter 


—The Spirit makes men and men 
perform miracles, 


apart, its sections would enable tanks to 
roll across. It would be invisible to the 
Germans, lying 50 centimeters below 
the river level. 

The project was approved and work 
was immediately begun at two points in 
the forest. Timber was felled simultane- 
ously for two bridges, one to be erected 
with wood for training the tankmen, 
and the second, the real one, to be sub- 
merged in the river. 

While the sappers were at work Sos- 
novkin studied the terrain. The Soviet 
bank slanted down towards the water, 
while the right bank, the German one, 
was tall and steep, affording good van- 
tage ground for observing the Soviet 
positions in the daytime. With German 
thoroughness, the enemy showered the 
Soviet bank with tracer bullets at night. 

Building the bridge in the daytime 
was out of the question as it would be 
exposed to observation from the tall 
enemy bank. But how were the beams to 
be brought to the site unobserved to 
the enemy? Sosnovkin patiently pon- 
dered the problem and suddenly struck 
upon a brilliant idea, True, from their 
bank they can see the Soviet bank, What 
of it? We will carry the beams not along 
the Soviet bank but along the enemy 
bank. That very same steep incline 
which afforded the Germans good ob- 
servation facilities at the same time ob- 
scured from their view their own bank 
and the adjoining territory. 

At one point there was a river bend 
bordering on a ditch stretching from the 
Soviet bank. The beams could be lugged 
there and then rafted across the river 


36 THE PROTESTANT 


where the current would carry it to the 
building site. 

The trial bridge was tested by the 
tankmen in the woods. It was an exact 
replica of the real one. The little strate- 
gem of making the bridge passable only 
from east to west but entirely impassable 
from west to east was also tested. 

The sloping earthen embankment on 
the Soviet side led a tank to the first sec- 
tion, but the last section closest to the 
enemy bank had a steep incline without 
any embankment, enabling the tank to 
roll down to the opposite western bank, 
but barred its way in the opposite direc- 
tion. 

In two days the trees were felled and 
the beams fitted. The sappers were in- 
structed that no noise was to be made at 
night and Sosnovkin ordered all the parts 
to be joined with bolts and screws. They 
were screwed quietly and securely. The 
usual marking of beams with pencil, 
chalk or coal was rejected as those would 
require the use of flashlight or lighting 
or matches to see the markings at night, 
and this was out of the question with 
the enemy 150 meters away. A system 
of notches was worked out to enable 
their identification in the dark. 

On the third night Sosnovkin began 
the building of the bridge proper. It was 
a cold Autumn night and the water was 
already covered with a thin crust of ice. 
Standing breast deep in the water the 
men pushed the beams, propelling them 
along the current: towards the opposite 
bank. This had to be done slowly and 
with the greatest caution, as the slightest 
splash of water would betray everything. 

Working in pairs the men not only 
rafted the beams across but also lugged 
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them across the ground and stones, tak- 
ing the greatest care not to disturb the 
water. By morning two sections had al- 
ready been assembled under the water. 
They were invisible to either the German 
or the Soviet troops. 

The following night two more sec- 
tions were added, and the third night 
three more. All night long bullets 
whistléd overhead as, true to their prac- 
tice, the Germans showered the bank 
with lead to guard against ‘‘unforseen 
exigencies”. A few sappers were killed 
and wounded. The killed and wounded 
were removed with the same caution that 
characterized the work. 

The bridge was ready. Then came 
days of endless waiting for no one knew 
the exact time when the offensive would 
begin. Sosnovkin watched the river 
freezing with apprehension, seeing how 
the level dropped. Of course he had al- 
lowed extra depth in view of this, but 
suppose the surface drops to an unusual- 
ly low level for after all nature abounds 
in whims. At any rate he was prepared 
for such a mishap as well. 

Finally the long-awaited time arrived. 
During the night Sosnovkin and the sap- 
pers stole across the river and cutting 
holes in the ice stuck in poles prepared 
beforehand. And at daybreak when to 
the accompaniment of hundreds of 
booming guns, the tanks rolled onto the 
icy surface and headed straight towards 
the amazed Germans along the ice 
which, contrary to all the laws of physics, 
seemed to sustain them, in front of the 
gtim machines engineer Sosnovkin 
marched, a small man in a gray great- 
coat, the builder of the bridge. 


CHALLENGE TO CHAPLAINS 


By BERNARD HELLER 


—It is in times of war, when diverse groups in our army must fraternize that 
we can prepare for mutual appreciation and understanding in times of peace. 


seen HEBREW writer Judah Stein- 
berg presents in his gripping short 
story, ‘Livelihood’, an excellent snap- 
shot of the anatomy of anti-Semitism, 
with incidental indications of the course 
which must be pursued if it is to be 
curbed, The tale depicts the metamor- 
phosis which took place in the minds 
and hearts of two youngsters in a Rus- 
sian village. One lad, Maxim, was the 
son of a Christian tenant farmer who 
leased his tract of land from the weal- 
thiest Gentile of the town. The other 
lad, nicknamed Struli, was the son of 
a Jewish attorney who represented the 
Gentile to whom the parents of Maxim 
had to pay what seemed to them an ex- 
horbitant rental. The story is so reveal- 
ing and timely that it bears retelling. 

Struli and Maxim both inherited the 
prejudices, fears, and antagonisms which 
prevailed between the devotees of the 
two faiths. In the eyes of Struli, Maxim 
was the representative of those who were 
bent on massacring Jews and burning the 
Holy Scrolls which were in the Ark of 
the Synagogue. To Maxim, Struli was 
the scion of those who crucified God and 
who today insult the Cross and at a 
particular season kidnap Christian child- 
ren and kill them and use their blood 
for ritual purposes. 

As if the wounds, lacerated by reli- 
gious charges and myths, did not already 
occasion great pain, economic circum- 
stances and conditions entered to ag- 
gravate the torment. Because of default 
in rent the landlord deprived Maxim’s 
parents of their farm. Maxim attributed 


the loss to the Jew who was the visible 
agent of the unseen patrician Gentile 
owner. After abandoning the plow the 
dispossessed farmer sought a livelihood 
in the pursuit of a trade in which the 
parents of Struli were now likewise en- 
gaged. This naturally involved competi- 
tion and an even greater antagonism and 
hatred. 

In the course of time the youngsters 
became conscripts in the Czar’s army. 
When the Russo-Japanese War broke 
out they were sent to Mukden, thou- 
sands of miles away from their boyhood 
scenes. They found themselves in the 
same regiment, aye in the very same bar- 
racks. Steinberg succinctly and superbly 
delineates the change of feeling which 
this nearness and experience of common 
ordeals fostered in them. The feud gave 
way to friendship when they got to know 
each other. They began to observe in 
each a kindly disposition towards the 
other, bordering even on deep and 
fraternal solicitude. When Maxim was 
wounded in battle Struli rushed to his 
aid with the speed of a greyhound, and 
when the powder impaired his vision he 
ministered to Maxim like an elder bro- 
ther. When Struli lost one leg, Maxim 
was to him a staff. The pair became one, 
Struli was eyes to Maxim, and Maxim 
was an unfailing support to the limp- 
ing Struli. 

After the two men were released from 
military service they succeeded in making 
their way to their native town. Hungry 
and tired, the pair were seeking some 
place where they could rest and plan 
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how to earn their livelihood. They were 
utterly disillusioned. The government 
was. indifferent to their needs. It 
squirmed out of giving them a pension. 
The populace didn’t hail them as heroes. 
The girls shied clear of them because of 
their infirmities. 

In this depressed mood Struli recalled 
that that day was the anniversary of his 
mother’s death. In filial devotion and in 
conformity to religious practice he ex- 
pressed a desire to visit the synagogue 
and to recite the memorial prayer for his 
sainted mother. Maxim yielded to the 
wish of his comrade, but only after he 
freed himself of a terrifying memory. 
For the request brought to his mind a 
boyhood experience. When looking 
through the window of a local synagogue 
on the Jewish New Year, he saw a man 
standing on an elevated platform dressed 
in shrouds, about to blow the ram’s horn. 
A chorus of quivering wails and plaints 
suffused the intonation of Hebraic 
verses. With the stories of the Jews’ 
alleged need for Christian blood for 
ritual purposes floating in his mind 
Maxim was then gripped with terror. 
He ran to his home as quickly as his feet 
could carry him. 

In the synagogue Maxim sat and lis- 
tened to the melancholy chants of the 
precentor as he recited the vesper liturgy. 
The terror of the boyhood days began to 
vanish. The murmur of the worshippers 
with their occasional sighs culminating 
in silent devotion of the Amidah (stand- 
ing) prayer—recalled to Maxim the 
long nights he spent in the hospital, how 
the sufferers moaned and groaned until 
a sweet sleep overtook them, and relieved 
them of their pain by transporting them 
into a land of dreams. Tears came to 
- Maxim’s eyes as he thought of the base- 
lessness of his assumptions and fears. 
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The story of Steinberg has been cited 
perhaps too lengthily to serve as a text 
for the theme that the military program 
evoked by the present war can and should 
be used to make us conscious of the 
mystic bonds, as Lincoln termed them, 
which keep Americans together, and to 
cultivate in us a mutual respect for the 
cultural and religious differences of our 
fellow citizens. America is now faced 
with a rare educational opportunity. 
Over nine million of its young men 
will, within a year, be in the service of 
their country. They will be stationed in 
various camps and forts. Inhabitants of 
different sections, members of diverse 
religious sects, men of various social 
strata and cultural antecedents will be 
brought together. They will not merely 
meet, as in civilian life, for an hour or 
two, as buyer and seller, or as attendants 
at a political rally, or at a reunion of 
alumni of the same college, after which 
to withdraw to their former haunts and 
rejoin their exclusive circle of like- 
minded friends. The soldiers will be 
called upon to work with men whom 
they formerly would have branded as 
strange if not alien creatures. 

Now, what attitude should we exhort 
the soldiers to take in regard to the 
novel situation in which they find them- 
selves? Shall we tell them that it is 
an experience without enduring value or 
significance, an ordeal to be endured 
for the duration, and then to be shaken 
off and forgotten? Or shall we endeavor 
to make them see in this exigency the 
possibility of the broadening of their 
perspective of America and a deepening 
of their understanding of what its ideals 
connote and an intensifying of their ap- 
preciation of*the cultural contribution 
which each ethnic group is bringing to 
the cultural storehouse of the land for 
which they are now fighting? 
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The last war presents an example of 
an opportunity neglected. No sooner 
had the war been concluded than organi- 
zations sprang up in various countries 
with the avowed aim to suppress or re- 
strict the political freedom and the cul- 
tural autonomy of minority groups. 
They all professed to be actuated by 
patriotic zeal, and a desire to preserve 
the pristine character of what they 
termed the native population and_ its 
civilization. Even in the United States 
the phenomenal growth of the Ku Klux 
Klan and like organizations after the 
war reached an alarming degree. 


Many explanations have been offered 
to account for this high tide of hostility 
toward minority groups and toward Jews 
in particular. Some pointed to the cur- 
rent exaltations of nationalism and the 
apotheosis of the principle of ethnic 
self-determination. Others trace it to 
the economic dislocations. But whatever 
the scientific explanation, the fact re- 
mains that the root of anti-Semitism 
was not destroyed during the war. 


War is a prodigious generator of the 
basest of passions, namely, hate. It is 
natural to recoil from the things that 
seem vicious and to despise those who 
are proponents of detestable actions and 
attitudes. War means pain, torment, 
and death of near ones. The reaction of 
the sufferers and the kin of sufferers to 
the perpetrators cannot be anything but 
hatred. Furthermore, the effective pro- 
secution of a war will be accorded, other 
things being equal, to the side which 
can evoke the fiercest emotional drive. 
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The question, however, arises: what 
shall be done with the unexpended hate 
which has been generated before the 
armistice? What provisions are there 
for neutralizing and sublimating it? 
Utopias are never ushered in by a peace 
treaty. As much dislocation and as many 
problems arise with the proclamation of 
an armistice as with the declaration of 
war. The disposition to divisions and 
to internal antagonisms and the search 
for scapegoats are then greater because 
of the absence of a common foe. It is 
in time of war, when diversified groups 
are together and must fraternize, that 
we can and must prepare for the con- 
tinuation, in times of peace, of mutual 
appreciation and understanding. 


A program must be evolved now to 
immunize the dominant group against 
the disposition to vent its unexpended 
hate against the minorities and make 
them scapegoats for whatever uncor- 
rected evils may arise in a post-war era. 
This work cannot be assigned to the 
Army and Navy. They already have 
their hands full with urgent tasks. It 
must be undertaken either by the U.S.O. 
and by religious denominations that can 
work through their respective chaplains, 
or by a new unit. The School for Chap- 
lains which has just been established at 
Harvard might be made into an effective 
instrument to carry out that purpose. It 
ought not to be difficult to develop a 
technique of mutual understanding 
which shall be free from even a sem- 
blance of conversion and proselytizing, 
but shall stress only a sympathetic know- 
ledge of one another’s traditions. 
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Southern farmers make $186 a year, tenant farmers $73 a 
year and share croppers $38 or 10c a day. This ss 
getting down the the level of the untouchables in India. 


PROTESTANT ACHIEVEMENTS 


By KATHARINE SALTER 


[The term “Protestant Church” in this article refers obviously to the whole 
body of Western Christianity which broke from the official authority of the 


Roman Papacy.} 


INCE THE first World War it is 
routine to discuss the failures, sins, 
follies, weaknesses, decadence of the 
Protestant Church; and the collection of 
accusations—ranging from blaming :t 
and the Reformation for everything 
from Hitlerism to Pearl Harbor itself — 
-is enormous. 


It is time to look the Protestant 
Church over and sum up its achieve- 
ments and shortcomings. First the 
achievements, and in a later article the 
shortcomings. Since confusion is the de- 
sired end-product of all Axis propa- 
ganda activities in enemy “‘victim-to-be”’ 
countries, and since the confusion in 
America about that great institution, the 
Protestant Church, happens to be enor- 
mous and very serious at the moment, it 
becomes nothing less than an iniportant 
duty to make a clearer estimate of its 
place in history. 


Since the Protestant Church has been 
sitting in sack-cloth and ashes for the 
last twenty years, saying ‘“There is no 
health in us!’’—and since that state of 
mind has been of incalculable service to 
the Axis powers, let us first of all to get 
off the defensive, out of the sack-cloth 
into the bridal garments. I should like 
to list what I believe are the achieve- 
ments of the Protestant Church during 
the past 400 years—the years of and 
since the Reformation. 

In the first place, it is undoubtedly the 
Protestant Church that has disarmed the 
world, that has put men at last into 
mufti, that has abolished the perpetual 


carrying of the sword, the lance, the 
dagger, the gun, the stiletto, and other 
instruments of death deemed _indis- 
pensable to the Christian gentleman, 
in the good old days of “Christian 
fellowship.” Galahad himself went 
abroad usually in complete armor, to 
find the Grail; and Christianity and cru- 
sading with the Percheron and broad 
axe were almost synonymous among 
normal and courageous people before 
the Reformation. The Protestant Church 
has also virtually abolished the private 
army. 

Now the immediate counter to such a 
statement is that if one must make such 
extravagant remarks, at least one should 
remember that modern Germany, the 
most belligerent and heavily armed 
nation in the world, except perhaps 
Japan, is Protestant. But can Germany 
actually be called a “Protestant country” 
in the truest sense of the word? Did 
Germany ever really fulfill her Reforma- 
tion? Was Luther interested in self- 
government, or the rights of the com- 
mon man? Did he believe in the separa- 
tion of church and state, particularly in 
matters of government and _ politics? 
Did self-government and self-criticism 
become the rule in Germany, as they did 
in Britain and the Lowlands and Scan- 
danavia and the United States where the 
Reformation was far more thoroughgo- 
ing than it ever was in Germany? The 
Lutheran Church has always been ultra 
conservative; and nearly half of what is 
now Germany remained Catholic. 


1943 


Moreover any attempt of Germans, 
either Protestant or Catholic, to establish 
political and real religious freedom was 
always put to the sword, eventually, as it 
was in Spain and Italy and Austria; and 
the “‘established powers’’ never failed to 
succeed in their counter-revolutions. 
We have to rule Germany out as a gen- 
uinely Protestant country when we are 
discussing the Protestant world. Her 
Reformation was only a partial one. 

In all truly Protestant countries, 
where the government is in the hands of 
the people, disarmament has been uni- 
versal and usually complete. Force as an 
instrument of political and religious 
action has been increasingly abandoned 
by Protestant nations. The two greatest 
Protestant countries in the world, the 
United States and Great Britain have 
disarmed as between themselves to a de- 
gree that would have been beyond the 
imagination of pre-Reformation man. 
The United States of America is the 
greatest single aggregate of disarmed, 
genuinely self-governing people on 
earth. The Protestant British Empire 
consists chiefly of free commonwealths 
that have also entirely disarmed among 
themselves. The Canadian border be- 
tween Canada and the United States is 
the living expression of what has hap- 
pened in the democracies; and democ- 
racies are the fruit of the Protestant 
Reformation. The ignorant, illiterate, 
witch-hunting state of mind that went 
with medieval society and the days of 
“unity” made warfare the chief occupa- 
tion of all gentle Christians. They had to 
conquer this tribe, or that kingdom “for 
the Lord’’; to “hunt out the infidel” and 
the robber—who was a fixed institution 
—and they always went armed if they 
were freemen. The serfs, those who did 
the work of the world, were not permit- 
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ted to arm. They might revolt; they 
might upset the established order of 
things. It was their duty to obey and to 
submit to labor, believe, and pray to the 
saints for a safe passage to heaven— 
where they should at last obtain rest and 
justice. Beyond that they were not per- 
mitted to go; and when they resorted to 
violence—as they sometimes did—they 
had to use sticks, stones, axes, shovels, 
and the like; and they were always swift- 
ly put down, in the name of Church and 
State, usually to their death, by their 
heavily armed superiors; and then their 
fellows who remained, subsided again 
into generations of “‘peace” and “order” 
and ‘‘godliness.” 

The Protestant era has changed all 
that. They have disarmed everybody— 
the robber baron as well as the robbed. 
And as nations they have seldom’ gone 
on crusades. The Americans scorned the 
idea of kings. They chose their execu- 
tives from among themselves—and they 
never chose egomaniacs, or congenital 
tyrants for high office. In England, as 
the power of the kings and the Church 
diminished, the belligerence of the Eng- 
lishman diminished.’ Their empire has 
been based chiefly on trade, and the 
advantages of an international kind of 
navy that has kept down maritime ban- 
ditry for generations and fostered trade, 
health, real well-being for a century of 
unprecedented peace. To sum it all up, 
the Protestant, the democratic world has 
not been based on violence and force, 
primarily; force and violence have been 
used less and less as the fruits of Protes- 
tantism have spread. 

The Protestant church has also been 
responsible for the establishment of civil 
liberties, not only for a privileged few, 
but for everyone. Until the Reforma- 
tion, all of Europe was constantly under 
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an inquisition. The actual institution of 
the Inquisition itself was not established 
until the thirteenth century; but before 
that time Europe was in a state of such 
gigantic sloth that questions of any sort 
almost never arose. There was no 
science, no learning to speak of, no his- 
tory save as invented by myth-makers, or 
as inadequately recorded in monasteries. 
There were great and beautiful church 
buildings, but man as such seemed to be 
lost in the hollow of them, a strictly 
anonymous creature. He had no rights, 
and didn’t dare, or dream of, or wish to 
have any, apparently. But by the time 
the Inquisition was set up, it had become 
the great international business of the 
Church to ‘“‘exterminate heretics.” That 
meant all those who had questioning, 


innovating and courageous minds in: 


matters of’ religion, science, or govern- 
ment. And until the Protestants, during 
and after the Reformation, fought their 
way out of this spiritual degradation and 
this abject slavery, especially in the Low- 
lands and England, there was no such 
thing conceivable as civil liberties for 
“the people’’—“‘the masses”’ as they still 
call them in Catholic countries—except 
that all such freedoms were among the 
unforgivable sins. 

But when the Protestants gradually 
came to political power, each little group 
or large group—the Presbyterians, the 
Dissenters, the Quakers, the innumer- 
able odd little sects, etc. demanded that 
whatever government they had should 
be based on the rights of all these sects 
to worship and speak as they wished, 
without danger of being burned, or be- 
headed, or disfranchised or made pa- 
riahs in general. In the Protestant coun- 
tries the Catholics were usually perse- 
cuted, to begin with, in that they were 
disfranchised at the start; but almost in- 
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variably the Catholics eventually were 
given the ballot, along with the rest of 
the population. 

In addition, it was the Protestant 
church that was responsible, in the long 
run, for universal education. In this 
country they established free schools 
almost as soon as they established gov- 
ernments, in New England and Virginia 
—Harvard, and William and Mary. 
And with the extension of civil liberties 
always went the extension of education 
and the absolute right to education. The 
Protestant countries, or the anti-clerical 
Catholic democracies, have usually had 
the highest general literacy; and the 
countries that remained Roman and 
Greek Catholic, totalitarian in religion 
and government, have remained nearly 
as illiterate, in many cases, as were all 
the countries of Europe in the Middle 
and Dark Ages. The Protestant nations 
are in very vivid contrast to this; and 
they have raised the standard of educa- 
tion among the non-Protestants in all 
the countries of Europe which they have 
dominated. 


Moreover, it has been in Protestant 
countries. that the rights of labor have 
been most successfully worked for, and 
that social work and betterment has had 
the least obstruction put into its way. 
Those who work in labor organizations, 
slum clearance and birth control projects 
know that best. Much of the pioneering 
work of the great modern social workers 
has grown out of the Protestant Church 
—indirectly perhaps, but with its active 
blessing. It is in the Protestant countries 
that the cooperatives have been able to 
develop most fully, and that capitalism 
has had many of its sharpest teeth 
pulled, quite without “bloody revolu- 
tion.”” It is in Protestant countries that 
all these humanitarian, Christian pur- 
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suits have been free to develop without 
fear of being stopped by the sort of 
private armies that dominate the scene in 
most non-Protestant societies. 

Along with civil liberties has grown 
the greatest achievement of the modern 
Protestant world—the development of 
science. Science is merely an honest, un- 
hampered, non-infantile, inquisitive way 
of looking at the soul, the universe, the 
natural world. Science could never have 
been possible without civil liberties and 
Protestantism. It would doubtless have 
gone the way of Galileo’s findings, had 
there been no Protestant Reformation. 
Galileo meekly recanted on his magnifi- 
cent discovery, and remained silent the 
rest of his days. (Things have not 
changed in this sphere much; for when 
Einstein’s theory of relativity was made 
public, Cardinal O’Connel of Boston 
immediately pronounced it ‘‘false, athe- 
istic and immoral!”). And the Nazis 
tell Germans to disregard ‘the so-called 
theory of relativity, which attracted 
much attention because of strong propa- 
ganda in the Jewish press.’”’ It was in 
Protestant England (to which Galileo 
told John Milton all men loked as the 
home of real liberty!) that Newton did 
his work and could speak of it; and it 
was in “‘sceptical” anti-clerical France, 
influenced by England (which was al- 
ways the haven then as now, for perse- 
cuted men of brains from the Inquisi- 
tion-dominated continent) that further 


developed science; and it was in the . 


more liberal parts of Germany and Cen- 
tral Europe that science went on, until 
there was no longer any stopping its 
course, except by the. kind of brute 
force, book-burning, and mass execu- 
tions of men with brains and courage 
which has now overwhelmed England 


again, 
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And as a result of modern science, our 
people can now perform, every day, 
thousands of miracles, in thousands of 
hospitals and homes, all over the world. 
Jesus spent a great deal of time healing 
the sick, not because he wanted to make 
a spectacle of himself, but because he 
couldn’t bear not to help people. But he 
always tried to make light of miracles, 
and he mercilessly denounced people 
who were “seeking for signs’ and 
“wonders.” He frequently told men not 
to tell what had happened to them, or 
who had done the miracle; and he also 
frequently tried to make men heal them- 
selves by their own faith. Modern 
medicine and surgery are the sort of 
miracle in which Jesus would have been 
most interested. He liked people who 
could do things for themselves and who 
were not superstitious. He was the least 
superstitious and abject of men, and he 
spent all his time trying to cure men of 
being ignorant, irrational, or abject to 
anyone, human or divine. The modern 
scientific world is a magnificent demon- 
stration of Christianity—and it could 
never have existed save through the 
power of the Protestant Church, in the 
sense that the very right to make dis- 
coveries is the achievement of Protes- 
tantism. And as a side-product, go 
along all the modern conveniences that 
have lifted man up out of his perennial 
physical slavery, filthiness and liability 
to plague and diseases that dominated 
the Middle Ages—diseases that went 
with vermin, no soap, no water, im- 
proper food, and profound ignorance. 

Perhaps the greatest single achieve- 
ment of the Protestant Church is the 
Constitution of the United States, as it 
began, and as-it has evolved. It em- 
bodies all the great principles for which 
the Reformation was fought, and which 
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the Protestant world won for itself. No 
non-Protestant country had ever dream- 
ed of such a thing as our constitution as 
a possibility among men. That was be- 
cause no strongly non-Protestant country 
really believes in civil liberties or toler- 
ance; and in order to enforce ‘‘unity” 
you must always carry arms, and be iso: 
lated from all people who “‘differ’’; good 
will, progress, and ordered, non-violent 
change become impossible in any coun- 
try where only one Church is tolerated, 
where that Church and the State make a 
unit, and where people are asked to re- 
_ main static. No society does remain 
static. It gets better, and wants to change 
its opinions and its laws; or it degener- 
ates and rots away. In either case, war is 
inevitable. But once you permit differ- 
ences of opinion, and the disestablish- 
ment of the Church, you can have a 
democracy, and a constitution like ours; 
and you can live together in comparative 
peace. The French Republic (finally 
established after gigantic paroxysms and 
reactions, because France had never been 
permitted real civil liberties and real 
religious tolerance since the great coun- 
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ter-revolutions engineered by the Jesuits 
and the Guises) though the French 
people remained predominantly Catho- 
lic, became one of the great democ- 
racies, after 1870—-when a Republic, 
the ideas for which came out of the 
Huguenot ranks of Frenchmen, was 
finally established. But it could remain 
a democracy only so long as the church 
was, practically speaking, disestablished; 
and it was subject to a constant sabotage 
that does not exist in Protestant coun- 
tries—a sabotage which won out in 
1940. 

These, briefly are some of the achieve- 
ments of the Protestant Church; when 
one takes the long view, the great view. 
They are no mean contributions to the 
world. People who have achieved such 
incredible blessings for men have lost 
their sense of proportion if they cannot 
realize that they should “rejoice and be 
exceeding glad!”"—and that they have a 
right to be proud of such a glorious heri- 
tage. They have gone a long way toward 


bringing “good will on earth” into flesh ° 


and blood existence. 


Charles George Ammon, Laborite, asked whether an expression of sympathy 
had been sought or obtained from the Vatican in support of the United Nations’ 


Declaration condemning the atrocities. 


The Vatican, Mr. Eden replied, was officially informed of the joint declaration 
by the British and other governments of the United Nations. The attitude of the 
Vatican that all such acts are at variance with Christianity and humanity has fre- 
quently been stated and more rgcently in the Pope’s Christmas Eve broadcast. 

Mr. Ammon returned with the question whether there had been a statement 
regarding the Jewish artocities specifically. He was told by Mr. Eden that since we 
made the announcement, the Pope, in his broadcast, expressly condemned the 
persecution of hundreds of thousands of people who, owing to nationality or descent, 


were doomed to death. 


Miss Rathbone asked whether “something more specific than that. mild refer- 
ence might not be elicited from His Holiness” but was given no further reply. 


Palcor News Agency 
January 21, 1943 
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ALLIES BEHIND BARBED WIRE 


By ALFRED WERNER 


“Sez ein Mensch, Kamerad, 
“Bleib ein Mensch, Kamerad...” 


—Refrain of the “Dachau Song,” written by a young Viennese 
who died in the Buchenwald Concentration Camp in 1939. 


ONSERVATIVE estimates put the 
number of anti-Nazis sent to pri- 


_ sons between March, 1933—the party's 


assumption of power—and March, 1938 


| —the “bloodless” occupation of Austria 


—at about two million. The number of 
anti-Nazis jailed during the turbulent 
years which followed cannot be even 


| approximately estimated, but consider- 


ing the strong anti-Fascist forces in 


| Austria and the Sudeten-lands, and the 


mounting opposition to the present war, 
one can safely assume that in the last five 


| years far more people had to be dealt 
| with by the Gestapo within Greater Ger- 


many than in the first half decade. 
In recent years there has been much 
talk of the Fifth Column in Nazi-oc- 


| cupied Europe, of our potential Allies 


in all countries, including Germany, but 
no mention has been made of the men 


_ (and women) who have more reason 
| than anyone else to hate the New Order: 
| the inmates of the German concentration 


camps. Naturally, their power at pre- 
sent is limited to a passive resistance to 
Nazi wooings and threats—still even 
this apparently insignificant factor re- 
quires an ever-increasing number of 
heavily armed and well-trained guards, 
who, otherwise, would be used against 
Czechs, Poles, Belgians or other rebel- 
lious nations. It is also true that, if the 
tide should suddenly turn against the 
Nazis, these camp guards would, in blind 
hatred and fear, attempt to mow down 
the prisoners from their machine-gun 
towers. I am quoting the opinion of our 


barracks-elder in Dachau, my fellow 
prisoner, a former Communist deputy of 
a German diet. He would not believe 
my prophecy: when saying good-bye to 
this extraordinarily bright and “honest 
man, I told him that, sooner or later, a 
second and more successful German revo- 
lution was bound to come restoring him 
to his position and the German nation to 
its place among the decent nations of the 
world. But the German defeat may come 
so quickly and unexpectedly that the 
criminals in charge of Dachau, Sachsen- 
hausen, Buchenwald Oranienburg, Pa- 
penburg and other large-scale torture 
chambers will be lucky if they are able 
to burn their incriminating uniforms 
and escape into anonymity. Since in 
the past ten years revolts in sections of 
several concentration camps have had 
to be crushed by every means at the 
disposal of the S. S. (Elite-Guards), we 
can imagine the effectiveness of Allied 
planes giving the signal for an all-out 
prisoners’ revolt by throwing bombs on 
the houses of the S. S. (Elite-Guards), 
and the walls of the camps. These camps 
are like forts with their machine gun 
towers, walls, deep moats and a barbed 
wire system charged with electricity. 
The planes would carefully avoid bomb- 
ing the prisoners’ low barracks and thus 
open the gates of these 20th century 
infernos. No matter what the number 
of political prisoners, delivered from 
Nazidom, will be, they will, unquestion- 
ably, be an important factor that cannot 
be ignored at the tables of the Peace 
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Conference and in the years of Central 
European reconstruction. Better than 
any foreigner, better even than the exiles 
who have had no direct “‘contact’’ with 
the enemy for many years they will be 
able to stall any move on the part of 
German Darlans to reap the fruit of the 
Allied victory and they will be able to 
crush any Nazi attempts to continue 
their activities in disguise or under- 
ground. 

Those millions of sympathizers with- 
in the Allied cause who, while they can 
do little to help us win the war, might 
be of considerable assistance in winning 
the peace, are almost forgotten, by the 
Western democracies. This may be due 
to a peculiar shortcoming, noticeable in 
most of the books and articles on Ger- 
man concentration camps, written by 
former inmates. They stress their hor- 
ror, they give detailed descriptions of 
the sadistic acts of the Nazi guards and 
of the suffering of their victims—but 
they do not sufficiently emphasize the 
mental resistance shown by most of 
political prisoners (who equal Niemél- 
ler in their moral strength), the preva- 
lent spirit of brotherhood, reminiscent 
of the communities of the early Chris- 
tians, and, above all, the absence of 
cynicism and nihilism in an atmosphere, 
which would seem to be the most fertile 
soil for all kinds of moral and intel- 
lectual epidemics. 

For six months I had a uae to 
study that sociological phenomenon 
created by the Nazis and best described 
by the noted Viennese attorney, Hugo 
Sperber, who had defended numerous 
Socialist strikers and revolutionaries in 
Austrian courts and who died in a con- 
centration camp in 1938: “Tiere bewa- 
chen Menschen.” (Beasts guard human 
beings). Yes, HUMAN beings. From 
the moment we “marched” through the 
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gates with their cynical inscription, 
Arbeit macht frei (Work liberates) and 
noticed the pitiful looks which the pri- 
soners gave the mortally exhausted, 
bleeding, dirt-covered wretches we were, 
to that blissful hour when we bid them 
farewell, and left the hell, accompanied 
by their good wishes, we could not doubt 
the fact that the real Germany, the Ger- 
many we still loved, was held captive in 
thousands of overcrowded barracks like 
those of Dachau. The Germany that is 
outside the barbed wire is guilty at least 
of what Jacob Wassermann calls the 
“Tragheit des Herzens’ (sluggishness 
of heart) even if it did not actually com- 
mit the crimes. 


Like the nations under the Nazi heel, 
the inmates of a concentration camp 
have very few and limited devices left 
to show their repudiation of Nazism. 
But they use these few to the utmost. 
One of the most obvious of these wea- 
pons (but certainly not the only one) is 
their outspoken abhorrence of anti- 
Semitism. The Nazis did their “‘best’’ 
to prevent the growth of friendly rela- 


tions between ‘“‘Aryan” and Jewish pri- - 


soners, and to create a kind of superiority 
complex in the former group. The Jews 
were housed in a separate section of the 
camp, they wore a Star of David (a red 
triangle topped by a yellow one) on the 
right breast above the prisoner's number, 
and they were given only the thin blue 
and white striped summer garb which 
they wore even when the temperature 
was 20 below zero (Celsius) while the 
Political Prisoners wore green some- 
what warmer winter clothes, ‘“decorated’’ 
with a red triangle. We received only 
half of their bread ration—and bread 
was the staple food. At the camp “‘can- 
teen’’ certain much-desired articles, like 
butter or inexpensive cigarettes, were not 
available to Jews. A number of particu- 
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larly disgusting and humiliating “jobs” 
like cleaning the camp ground from all 
kinds of dirt was chiefly assigned to 
Jews—and Gypsies. Any talk between 
Jews and non-Jews was punishable. 
They could not, of course, forbid our 
conversations with the barracks- and 
room-elders, Gentile prisoners in charge 
of 700 or 800 Jews, a number which 
was gradually decreased through death 
and release. The Nazi guards could 
not constantly supervise our doings when 
we were in our huts! The only papers 
the political prisoners got were the V6l- 
kischer Beobachter, Das Schwarze Korps 
and similar hate-inspiring sheets; the 
only public utterances they heard were 
the speeches made by Hitler, Goebbels, 
_ Goering, Hess and other Nazi leaders, 
_. which were broadcast to them, while 
they stood at attention on the drill 
grounds even in the bitterest cold. After 
all, they were sent to the concentration 
camp to cure them of their liberal, Marx- 
ist, Catholic or Protestant convictions. 


Maltreatment of the Jewish prison- 
ers by their Gentile supervisers (po- 
litical prisoners) was not only pardoned 
but even rewarded. On the other hand, 
Judenbegiinstigung (the favoring of 
Jews) was regarded as a grave crime, 
to be punished by the immediate demo- 
tion from the much-desired position of 
block- or room-elder, to assignment to 
the hardest work, flogging, confinement 
in a dark cell or other punishment, ac- 
cording to the extent of the offender's 
favoring attitude towards the Jews. It 
was “Judenbegiinstigung” even if an 
elder permitted a sick old man to quit 
the drill or the work for a couple of 
hours, if he refrained from drilling Jews 
to the point of collapse, or, even if he 
permitted the prisoners to ease nature 
during the working-hours. 

But with very few exceptions, the at- 
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titude of our supervisers towards us was 
as decent as possible. Men who had been 
hardened in five or six years of imprison- 
ment, did their utmost to alleviate our 
situation, often risking punishment to 
save the life of a man with whom they 
had no “racial” kinship, but whom they 
nevertheless respected as a brother and 
a fellow-sufferer. Men who knew that 
they would be kept in prison as long as 
the Hitler regime lasted, did not be- 
grudge the Jew his release. On the con- 
trary, they congratulated him and wished 
him good luck. Some of the political 
prisoners were agnostics or even “‘athe- 
ists’"—yet they did not interfere, when 
groups of orthodox Jews gathered for 
prayers on Friday night or on special oc- 
casions (like the death of a coreligion- 
ist). Under ordinary circumstances such 
an attitude is only natural where normal, 
decent people are concerned—but the 
word of the German philosopher: “Das 
Moralische versteht sich immer von 
selbst’’ cannot be applied to Dachau © 
where a right ethical conduct is neither 
self-evident nor a matter of course, but 
an act of heroism. This heroic stand was 
adopted not only by the various block- 
and room-elders, with whom we had 
constant contact, but also by the other 
non-Jewish prisoners who, in defiance of 
the camp regulations, frequently sought 
contact with us, smuggled butter and 
other rare articles into our huts and 
cheered us with good, if not always re- 
liable news of expected ‘‘mass-release”’ 
of Jewish prisoners as well as by their 
own firm attitude. 


Another favorable feature of the 
camp-life and another defeat of Hitler- 
ism was the formation of a kind of 
Popular Front. Again the Nazi scheme 
had failed! In our barracks, the Popu- 
lar Front comprised a Communist, a 
Social Democrat, a member of the 
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Bavarian Popular Party and a member 
of the Reichsbanner (the militant Re- 
publican organization). These four men 
were of middle age and had held im- 
portant positions in their parties. In 
political life, they had bitterly attacked 
anyone whose opinions differed from 
their own by a hair’s breadth. At Dachau 
they had learned to respect and consider 
the convictions that hitherto had been 
repugnant to them. Political debates 
among those four men in our room were 
not infrequent. Occasionally some of 
our own men participated. Of course, all 
differences and shades of opinion could 
not be obliterated (and were not sup- 
posed to be)—but a common denomina- 
tor had been found, even though it was 
only negative: the rejection of the cyni- 
cal, imperialist, ruthless doctrine of 
Fascism. If this unanimity had prevailed 
in the Fall of 1932, the victory of Hitler- 
ism might have been avoided. Witness- 
ing the peaceful discussions among these 
representatives of hostile Weltanschau- 
ungen, one could not help remembering 
Heine’s sad remark that German unity 
could only be reached in a nation-wide 
whip: 

ber Deutsche: 

Euch fehlt ein National-Zuchthaus 

Und eine gemeinsame Peitsche!”’ 


This spirit of comradeship also eradi- 
cated all differences between ‘‘wealthy”’ 
and destitute prisoners. Those who tfe- 
ceived more money and larger food 
parcels from their relatives than the rest, 
gladly shared their property with less 
fortunate fellow prisoners. 


Another striking feature of the camp- 
spirit, as reflected in the political  pri- 
soners, was the relative lack of cynicism, 
though cynicism is usually a by-product 
of the state of captivity. Only few of 
these men became beasts, or swine, or 
traitors. It was rare for a prisoner to 
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sign a document stating that he had 
abandoned his former political convic- 
tions and embraced Nazism—though to 
do so was his only means of escape. Men- 
tal reservation was too cheap a subter- 
fuge for them, to be adopted under cir- 
cumstances when any ‘‘conversion” of an 
anti-Fascist to Fascism was greeted as 
a triumph by the Nazis and used as a 
further means to confuse the masses. 

The firmness of that strange sect 
known as Erneste Bibelforscher (Bible 
Students) was particularly moving. 
They were, in a way, also political pri- 
soners, although they wore violet trian- 
gles on their breasts. They were sepa- 
rated from the others and were treated 
even worse than the Jews. This sect, 
originally founded at Pittsburgh by the 
Pennsylvanian Pastor Charles Taze Rus- 
sell and claiming adherents everywhere 
—thousands of them in Germany— 
aroused Hitler’s wrath because their 
creed forbids them to recognize him, or 
any other mortal being as their “leader’’, 
and they even refuse to raise their hands 
in the Hitler salute. To make things 
worse, the Bibelforscher abhor militar- 
ism and refuse to perform military 
service. Any of these Bible Students 
(chiefly simple workmen, belonging to 
no party whatever, a few public school 
teachers and office workers) could have 
been released without difficulty, if he 
had signed a declaration renouncing his 
creed. But I never heard that one of 
these hapless men had bought his free- 
dom by betraying his coreligionists, by 
recognizing the “‘omnipotence”’ of Hit- 
ler, by abandoning his conviction that 
his Lord and Master was God, not a 
miserable mortal. 


I compared my own observations in 
Dachau with those of friends who had 
spent months of imprisonment at vari- 
ous other camps—and their experiences 
coincide with mine. 


THE NEXT REFORMATION* 
By CLIFTON MACON 


—“To satisfy the soul of the saint 


without disgusting the intellect of the scholar.” 


NEW reformation is urgently 
needed, and is past due. Religion 
cannot live without constant growth. Its 
evolution is marked by the periodical 
sloughing off of obsolete elements and 
the taking on of new. History shows that 
whenever in the church this process has 
been resisted, religion has stagnated and 
deteriorated. On the other hand, after 
a release or reformation, it has always 
advanced with vigor. 

The first reformation was under the 
prophets of the eighth and subsequent 
centuries B. Cc. The primitive views that 
existed prior to the prophets had to be 
reformed, old elements discarded and 
new ones adopted. 

The work of Jesus was like that of 
the prophets—it was a reformation both 
in word and in spirit. He changed the 
language of religion in a startling way as 
is clearly shown by the comparison of the 
Gospels with the Pentateuch. That he 
changed the spirit also is evident when 
the declarations of the law are placed 
beside those of the Sermon on the 
Mount. 

When Jesus came and “spake as never 
man spake,” one would have thought 
that the world would have been satisfied 
with the pure beauty of his word and the 
simplicity of his creed. On the contrary, 
men very soon began to amplify his doc- 
trine, to define and to deduce until the 
straight path to God was lost in a maze 
of metaphysics. The disputations of the 
doctors were everywhere heard. The 
pride of ecclesiastics grew apace, and the 
presumption of councils recognized no 
bounds, until the fair creation of Christ 


became overlaid with the stucco of their 
vain philosophy. Doctrinal formulae 
were spun and woven into yokes. The 
creed of Jesus which could be expressed 
in less than a dozen words was then 
later expanded into creeds many and . 
confessions many. The dark ages were 
dark chiefly because the: light of the 
world was hidden under the ecclesiastical 
bushel. Consequently, in the sixteenth 
century religion had again to be rescued 
from superstition and from the evil 
practices of the institution which claimed 
to be its sole vehicle and voice. In his 
work God uses human instruments. In 
his preparation for the third great refor- 
mation he used John Wyclif and Martin 
Luther. 

Since the last reformation three cen- 
turies have elapsed, centuries that have 
brought to us a volume of new truth such 
as no similar period has ever yielded. 

Our creeds and liturgies give little 
intimation that we have learned these 
things; consequently, in their present 
form, they are stones of stumbling and 
rocks of offense to young and old. 

To the modern mind that accepts the 
new learning, these things are a bar to 
cooperation and fellowship in church 
worship and church work. It is sig- 
nificant that in a recent clergy conference 
a college pastor made this statement: 
“The greatest problem of the church, 
as seen on the university campus, is to 
reinterpret the eternal verities of reli- 
gious truth in terms of the intelligence 
and experience of our modern youth.” 
That interpretation will come only when 
the laity demand it. The spirit of laissez 


*From the book, RELIGION—-WHENCE AND WHITHER, Association Press, New York. 
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faire is too general among the clergy for 
vigorous action from them. There’s the 
pity! For, if the “bishops and other 
clergy” of ail estates and denominations 
would for one day cast expediency and 
fear to the winds and boldly declare 
what they really believe, the next refor- 
mation would immediately begin. Im- 
precatory psalms, unscientific astronomy, 
disputed metaphysics and primitive 
ethics would no longer be read nor pro- 
claimed in the churches at the hours of 
worship of the God of truth. It would 
be evident to young and old that the 
church had heard of such men as Galileo, 
Newton and Darwin, and that it num- 
bered them among the prophets. 

When the next reformation comes it 
will be different in spirit from that of the 
16th century. Luther and the other Pro- 
testants had to meet organized opposi- 
‘ tion in both the Roman and the Anglican 
Churches, and hostility from emperors 
and kings. Excommunication was a mild 
penalty for teaching the new views. 
Neither Church nor State could be ex- 
pected to stop short of persecution, im- 
prisonment, torture and death. 

The spirit of Christ has since come 
into the lives of Christians to the extent 
that now tolerance and sympathy make 
even the mildest heresy trial almost im- 
possible. Therefore, the movement for 
reformation will come from an earnest 
desire on the part of all Christians to 
disencumber religion from impending 
accretions and to make it more easily un- 
derstood and generally acceptable. 
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Divisive prejudices such as apostolical 
succession, predestination, verbal inspi- 
ration of the Scriptures, baptism by im- 
mersion only, and perhaps others, which 
are already being discarded, will not 
obstruct the movement. The Church of 
Rome will either cooperate or will see 
the world gradually drift away from her 
influence and authority. There will be 
an agreement upon what the Christian 
religion really demands, to the discard- 
ing of many dogmatic deductions, 
which have hitherto been thought neces- 
sary to Church loyalty and final salvation. 
Handbooks and textbooks will be written 
showing the thread of religious history 
in the Bible, and the subsequent life of 
the Church. Curricula will be provided 
which will make it possible to teach re- 
ligion in a direct, comprehensive way, 
very different from the method of in- 
struction which has been current in 
Sunday Schools and Bible Classes. 

The chief reason why religion has not 
won the world is because it has been 
presented in a haphazard manner, and 
often misrepresented by ignorant 
teachers. The hopeful fact is that we 
now have the historical and textual in- 
formation with the scholarship to clarify 
the records. With this scientific know- 
ledge and the improved methods of in- 
struction, we only need the courage to 
discard that which is useless and obstruc- 
tive, and to proclaim the valid and es- 
sential. Then we will in the words of 
Kirsopp Lake “satisfy the soul of the 
saint without disgusting the intellect of 
the scholar.” 


Both Russians and Americans "think big” and “plan big.” Nor is either 
nation imperialistic by inclination or, what is more important, by necessity. 


LOUIS BROMFIELD 
Soviet Russia Today, February, 1943 


HOW "GOOD" PEOPLE HELP THE AXIS 


By OLIVER MARTIN 


one US call him “Mr. Jones.” You 
know him. Or you may be him! The 
particular Mr. Jones I know is a learned 
man, and he is a “right-minded’’ man. 
He is a minister in a Protestant church 
and loves his fellow man: But while he 
is “long” on good-will, he is ‘“‘short’’ on 
logic. He does not like Nazism, Fascism, 
or Communism because they are anti- 
Christian. 

He is one of many sincere “‘right- 
minded” individuals who through an 
unconscious kind of anti-intellectualism, 
in contradistinction to the conscious 
type of the Nazis, actually aid Fascism 
and Nazism by the repetition of argu- 
ments which they seem never to have 
assumed the moral responsibility for 
analyzing. 

The argument, briefly, is this. “We 
fought the last war to save the world 
for democracy. Result: less democracy 
and more war. Hence, we should have 
stayed out of this war. We did not stay 
out of it, but were ‘led’ into it. Hence, 
in the future we shall have still less 
democracy and still more war.” A fur- 
ther implication of the conclusion is 
drawn to the effect that if we fight Fas- 
cism we thereby become Fascist our- 
selves. 

Such pessimism, of course, leads to 
inaction and paralysis in the face of evil. 
What more could the enemy desire? No 
matter what we do we become Fascist. 
Why then do anything? Accept fate 
and ride the wave of the future. Why 
not “cooperate with the inevitable?” 

What is the nature of the error? (1) 
A very important distinction is not recog- 
nized, namely, that between the validity 
or truth of an ideal, on the one hand, 
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and the perversion of it, on the other. 
Whether or not we fought the last war 
for democracy is a matter to be factually 
determined. But even granting that we 
did not, that our practice was a perver- 
sion of our professional ideals, it is not 
inevitable that we must make the mistake 
again. 

(2) Our opponent may recognize the 
distinction and argue that im fact we 
perverted the ideals we professed after 
the last world war, and since the same 
or similar causes are now present we will 
probably in fact do the same after this 
present war; hence on the grounds of 
probability, it is not worth fighting. The 
argument is seldom, if ever, put on this 
basis. For, in the first place, if the whole 
matter is put on the basis of probability, _ 
then the probable outcome is chiefly a 
question of our own-making, and it de- 
pends in part on what our opponent and 
others like him, together with ourselves, 
do about it. And especially, what our 
faith and belief is. That makes a differ- 
ence. Whether the pessimistic conclu- 
sion of our opponent comes true in fact, 
then, depends to a large extent on how 
many people there are like him who 
believe it will come true. In the second 
place, the reason our opponent usually 
does not rest his argument on factual 
grounds, on probability, is that were he 
to do so he would not argue as he does. 
And for this reason. People who have 
a passionate faith in democratic ideals 
are those who would say that the prob- 
abjlity of democracy being saved and en- 
hanced depends on what we do to realize 
our ideals. The outcome is not inevitable 
one way or another. Let us get busy, 
work hard, and actualize our faith. Let 
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us fight the war, first, to save what de- 
mocracy there is; and secondly, let us 
fight to win the peace and the chance 
for democracy to grow. The future is in 
the making. Now if the reader observes 
carefully he will find that our opponent 
usually is (a) one who does not have a 
passionate faith in democracy; or (b) he 
has such a faith, but it is abstracted from 
any practical program of action; or (c) 


he believes in action and is willing to do 


his part, but he still believes it will fail. 
In the latter case the pessimistic belief 
lacks foundation for the reason that if 
enough people like him with faith in 
democratic ideals do act, then democracy 
may not fail now or after the war. 

Our opponent may reply that he 
would be in favor of this war, and 
would act accordingly, if there were 
enough other people who would do 
likewise. However, this war will destroy 
what democracy we have because there 
is not, on the grounds of fact and prob- 
ability, reason to believe that there are 
enough others like him, who really be- 
lieve in democracy, to save it. 

Now there is no absolute guarantee 
that any specific program for realizing 
any set of worthy ideals will be success- 
ful. Throughout all history those re- 
sponsible in any way for the spiritual 
advancement of men ran the risk of 
failure. Hence, what is true in general of 
all such acts cannot be urged as a suf- 
ficient objection against any particular 
program of action. Furthermore, our 
opponent overlooks one very important 
fact. He attempts to predict on prob- 
ability the failure of contemplated ac- 
tion (ie., the saving of democracy 
through fighting the Axis powers) by 
appealing to facts, but there is one very 
relevant fact which would modify that 
- very probability—and that is, the brute 
fact that by his very argument he helps 
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to verify his thesis! For example, if I 
believe that we cannot save democracy 
by fighting this war, and I can convince 
enough people, then we probably will 
not save democracy! On the other hand, 
if I can convince enough people of the 
contrary thesis, then maybe we will. In 
one’s prediction of the probable outcome 
one of the facts which affect that very 
probability is the prediction itself. 


And now we come to the third point. 
(3) Thus far we have given Mr. Jones 
the benefit of the doubt. However, the 
argument usually rests on an assump- 
tion of “inevitability.” It is inevitable 
that we shall lose what democracy we 
have in fighting this war; in the act of 
fighting Fascism we become Fascist. 
Here the argument is shifted from the 
category of “‘probability’’ to that of 
“necessity.” But I have yet to find any- 
one who is willing to make a rational 
defense of the position that we ‘‘must”’ 
go Fascist. Insofar as there is an appeal 
to facts the conclusion of our oponent 
must rest only on probability. Since 
that could never give sufficient strength 
to his belief, he illigitimately leaps in 
his conclusion to the notion of “must” 
or “inevitability.” In this case his con- 
clusion is really his suppressed premise. 
He assumes what is the real point at 
issue. He begs the question. Logically, 
this is mistaking a fruitless proof for a 
fruitful one. In the specific case at hand, 
our opponent really has no argument 
at all. His pessimistic conclusion is really 
no conclusion. It is simply a statement 
expressing his faith—or lack of faith! 

As a matter of fact, the Mr. Jones 
I know, good and learned man though 
he is, wil not think the matter through 
to find out exactly what he does mean. 
And when some one does the thinking 
for him, his answer is ‘‘that not every- 
thing can be solved logically.’’ The 
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tragedy is, of course, that he does not 
even know what that means. 

Why won’t Mr. Jones try to be ra- 
tional? Thinking now of no particular 
person, but of Mr. Jones as a type, there 
are perhaps many reasons. He has a 
house, not too big but big enough; he has 
a son with a certain prospect of life be- 
fore him; he has this and he has that, 
and these possessions along with the 
hope of keeping them and getting more 
won't let him think things through. He 
may have adopted pacifism because he 
lacks the courage of his own convictions, 
nevertheless rationalizing it all into love 
for his fellow man. He is the center of 
convergence of the same historical trends 
that have produced Fascism; and he acts 
accordingly, but under the illusion of 
being free from them since he supposes 
they are confined to geographical bound- 
aries. This illusion he has fostered and 
propagated for some years by romanticiz- 
ing an econornic system instead of under- 
standing it. He is afraid of Communism 
without knowing what he is afraid of, 
and caring less. He is a Pharisee who 
has thanked God, he is not as other peo- 
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ple-foreigners, at the same time miser- 
ably failing to understand either himself 
or others; and again, caring less. He is 
a member of, or linked with, a proper- 
tied class (or thinks he is!) and refuses 
to transcend its prejudices because (1) 
he is afraid of losing his “social re- 
spectability,” which he honors above all 
other virtues; (2) although kidding 
himself into thinking otherwise, he 
really hates the worker and any social 
trend or set of values identified with 
him. As a modern sophisticate he be- 
lives morals to be old fashioned; as a 
cynical opportunist he believes ideals are 
a sop to the conscience, ineffective as a 
guide for action. 

These are only a few of the reasons, 
but sufficient as a clue to others which 
the reader may discover. Some apply 
more to this person, others more to that 
person. We beg each particular Mr. 
Jones to look within and discover which 
best characterizes himself; for he and his 
kind contribute to the composite picture 
described, one which mirrors no less the 
anti-intellectualism of Fascism because 
of another name. 


Perhaps the most important appeal on behalf of Jewish and other refugees 
from the Nazi terror since the recent wave of brutality that shocked a world that 
thought itself beyond being shocked in this particular, was issued today by the 
Archbishops of Canterbury, York, and Wales on behalf of the whole Anglican 


Episcopate. 


“The Bishops of England and Wales,” the appeal said, “declare that the suffer- 
ings of these millions of Jews and their condemnation, failing immediate rescue, to 
cruel and certain death constitute an appeal to humanity which it is impossible 


to resist. 


“They believe it is the duty of civilized nations, whether neutral or Allied, to 
exert themselves to the utmost posstble extent to provide sanctuary for these victims. 
Dispatch to NEW YORK TIMES, January 24, 1943 


TRAGIC FEAR OF CONTROVERSY 


By F. M. SHELDON* 


UR TRAGIC avoidance of contro- 
© versial questions has meant fail- 
ure to think together, however greatly 
disagreed, upon this pressing war and 
peace situation. The pacifist position of 
being ‘‘against war” is understandable; 
but when war breaks out and aggres- 
sions and slavery are abroad in the earth, 
pacifism only helps the aggressors. Pure 
pacifism is a soft, logically anarchistic 
interpretation of Christianity, which 
confuses love as good will with love as 
sentiment and affection, to such an ex- 
tent, that all use of force, even police 
force, is repudiated as an instrument of 
justice. 

Many nonpacifist ministers have been 
confused by the idea, that because the 
church is a super-national agency, it can- 
not support the effort of any nation or 
group of nations, because there are also 
church members in enemy nations. The 
basic ideologies and issues in this war 
are also super-national, having to do 
with ways of life, fundamental to all the 
future of humanity. 

We, in the United States have great 
guilt in the causes leading to the war. 
The judgment of God is upon humanity 
for its selfishness, greed and provincial 
nationalism. But that there is no relative 
guilt as between Allies and the Axis, 
and little or no difference in what each is 
fighting for is stark nonsense. 

We are told that the church must not 
“bless” war. Only fools bless war if 
there be an alternative. We don’t bless 
the necessity for dangerous surgical 
operations, but we perform them. We 
don’t bless the fact that force and the 
infliction of penalty are necessary, to 
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maintain organized society, but we use 
both. And when aggressor nations go 
out to enslave the world through war, 
we fight. And since this is the least of 
two evils, one of which we must choose, 
aid or abet, it is the will of God for us. 
Love for humanity, yes love for Ger- 
man, Japanese and Italian people, con- 
strains us to help defeat the Axis. We 
do this conscious that it is our brothers, 
children of our one God and Father, in 
Axis lands, who have espoused madness, 
partly by our fault. We must stop them, 
but without hatred and retaliatory spirit. 


We must win the war or we will have 
nothing whatever to say about the peace; 
the Axis will dictate it. We and our 
Allies may stupidly lose the peace again, 
but we have a chance if we win, none if 
we lose. We should set our own house 
in order and help make a new world. 
Negro and Japanese citizens of the 
United States must have equal rights and 
privileges with all other citizens. We 
must be good neighbors in truth, repeal 


_our unwarranted and discriminatory 


oriental exclusion act, seek for all others 
every good we seek for ourselves, press 
and sacrifice for cooperative world or- 
ganization among all nations and fair to 
all. 

To help win the war and peace, we 
should urge upon our President and 
Congress, that the Allied nations imme- 
diately decide and publish their purpose 
to seck full freedom and rights for all 
peoples and races, Asiatic, Malayan, 
African and Axis. 

Neither ecumencicity, beautiful 


shrines, elaborate worship, many pray- 
ers, belief that God and Christ can do 


: 
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something for us except as they do 
something im us, greatly increased 
church busy-ness—none of these avail- 
eth anything apart from a new creation, 
new men and women, born from above. 

Jesus never suggested any other stand- 
ard for us to live by than the one by 
which he, himself lived. The church 
needs new dedication to this standard. 
Great Christian convictions are needed. 
Not dogmas, but the Sermon on the 
Mount, the two great commandments 
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and the Golden Rule kind; not the kind 
that defines God and forgets him, but 
the kind that believes in him as Father 
of all mankind so much, that we become 
“laborers together with him” for broth- 
erhood, social, industrial, political, racial 
and international. Society MUST be 
organized on the human, brotherhood 
basis instead of the competitive, econo- 
mic basis. The only reason for doing 
any business in God’s world, from a 
Christian viewpoint, is to make men, 


God’s kind. 


"INGENIOUS ALTHOUGH IGNOBLE” 

“,. At the hour when the news of the events in Africa 
brought General de Gaulle, after so many disappointments 
and agonies, a first compensation from destiny—the intoxi- 
cating glimpse of a victory of which he has never despaired 
—friendly ‘and enemy propaganda refrained from pronounc- 
ing his name, or pronounced it only with surprising reser- 
vations. Radio stations tossed about the names of Petain, 
Darlan, Nogues, as if the fate of my country had still de- 
pended on these dishonored officials.... What fills me with 
astonishment 1s, on each occasion, to see the democracies 
sparing this shred of prestige (of the down and out soldiers) 
with as much solicitude as Mr. Hitler himself. Obviously, 
realists will answer that tf they treat with consideration 
Petain, Darlan or Nogues, it is with the hope of using them 
some day when Mr. Hitler has had his fill of them. 1 shall 
take the liberty of answering that their reasoning may be 
ingenious, although ignoble, but that we Frenchmen could 
not approve it. We could not allow sacrifice of our country’s 


conscience to such reasoning.” 


GEORGES BERNANOS 
La Marseillaise 
November 29, 1942 


GENTLEMEN MURDERERS 
By MAXIMILIAN SCHEER 


—An appropriate slogan is already in the making: 


here Elite Guards, there Generals or Junkers. In other words, 
here murderers, there gentlemen. 


‘lee REICH went down in 1918; her 
generals remained. The Republic 
died in 1933; they still remained. Hit- 
ler’s decline approaches, they seem pre- 
pared to remain again. 

The dispatches mentioning German 
generals are full of astonishing contra- 
dictions which seem to reflect a lack of 
knowledge of simple facts. 

There is the former chief of staff of 
the German High Command Franz Hal- 
der who, last December, was said to 
have been ousted because of his demand 
for a tactical retreat on the Eastern front. 
Hitler was declared to have opposed the 
proposal and to have had him dropped. 

In January, 1943, however, the gen- 
eral having proposed the retreat was re- 
ported to be Field Marshal Fedor von 
Bock. This time, it was learned, Hitler 
got into rage and ordered the Field Mar- 
shal out of his headquarters. 


The ousting of Halder was believed to 
be a victory for the Nazi party, the Ges- 
tapo and the “Elite Guards”. Yet later 
in a London dispatch Halder’s succes- 
sor was considered to be no friend of 
Adolf Hitler but an ambitious army of- 
ficer respected for his skill by the Ger- 
man military commanders. 


Moreover, at the beginning of Jan- 
uary, the War Minister Wilhelm Keitel 
was believed to have been dismissed. 
About ten days later, the Nazi gov- 
ernors of Norway and Holland were 
said to be on the point of being trans- 
ferred, this decision being a victory for 
“moderate” party members such as Wil- 
helm Keitel. 


Once more, in December, some peo- 
ple giving the impression of being well 
informed emphasized that the deal with 
Admiral Darlan in North Africa was 
but the first step of farreaching politics, 
predicting a similar arrangement with 
certain German generals later on. These 
people seemed to be delighted to see 
the ‘“Darlan Highway’ constructed 
straight to the shaken fortress of the 
German generals. They even heaped 
scorn upon dreamers who do not under- 
stand that after all you can do business 
with those generals. 

In January, President Roosevelt, how- 
ever, declared that the enemy must be 
disarmed and kept disarmed. The propa- 
gandists of a “‘generals’ peace” thus 
found themselves in opposition to the 
declared policy of the United States. 

These contradictions have two sources. 

First, a hope in certain quarters that 
such deals as that with the late Admiral 
Darlan or with the Vichy ‘“‘proconsul” 
in North Africa, or say, with Otto von 
Habsburg, are a foretaste of American 
policies on the continent of Europe. 
They suppose that an American emis- 
sary recently visiting the Vatican elabo- 
rated some outlines of the coming 
peace. 


They expect the creation of a con-— 


servative Europe dominated by the Pope. 
France will be liberated from the 


Nazi yoke not by a democratic leader- — 
ship, but by generals bringing the shape — 
of a future France into being. Spain will — 
remain Fascist, albeit “moderate”. Italy — 


will stay under the rule of the Royal 
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house which for twenty-years accepted 
and supported Fascism. As for Austria, 
there is Otto; as for Bavaria, there is a 
Duke von Wittelsbach from the former 
Royal house of Bavaria now in this 
country; as for Hungary, a certain Tibor 
von Eckhardt, also in this country, 
might be useful in certain directions. All 
these regimes would be Catholic, all re- 
actionary. All would suppress the ‘‘com- 
mon man’. And all would be tools of 
the Vatican who by the pact of 1933, in- 
troduced Hitler to the society of inter- 
national diplomacy. 

The second source is that information 
concerning these German generals is ob- 
viously lacking. To give an example, 
I refer to a recently published much 
praised book. At first sight the author 
seems to be amazingly well informed; 
he describes intimate conferences be- 
tween Hitler and his generals; he ap- 
parently knows extremely well what 
groups within the German High Com- 
mand are quarreling with each other. 
You have to take it all for granted since 
the author gives no proof whatever, but 
the facts you can control are—to put it 
mildly—at least dubious. 

The author, Curt Riess, asserts in this 
book, ‘“‘The Self-Betrayed’’, that, for 
instance, Field Marshal Siegmund List 
had been during the last war the colonel 
of the regiment to which Hitler be- 
longed. Therefore, he says, List is some- 
body the generals have ‘‘to reckon with’’. 
That is the reason, he adds, why the 
Nazi Propaganda Ministry made him a 
genius. 

As a matter of fact, Hitler was in the 
last war a corporal in the ‘‘Regiment 
List”. But the present Field Marshal of 
the same name had nothing to do with 
this regiment. At that time, List was not 
a colonel, but a captain. He was not in 
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the “Regiment List’’, but in the Bavarian 
General Staff. This is but a sample. 

Concerning the former Reich’s Chan- 
cellor Heinrich Bruening, the author 
says, “He (Bruening) simply was not 
the man for the generals.” Declaring 
that certain German Republicans were 
“traitors” to the Weimar Republic, he 
does not find a single word to say against 
Bruening who for years worked intimate- 
ly with the generals and whose leader- 
ship was brilliantly reflected in Hitler’s 
rise. 

On the other hand, the author reports 
the foundation during the Republic of 
“The German Society for Military Poli- 
tics and Sciences.’ He is correct in 
saying that it “‘comprised the larger part 
of the General Staff.’ As a matter of 
fact, this organization developed into 
the brain trust of the Nazi General Staff 
when world-wide conquests were being 
prepared. It included Marshal Goering, 
Air Marshal Milch and General von 
Metzsch who is one of the top propagan- 
dists of the German army. And it in- 
cluded also, as shows the 1934 year 
bodk of this brain trust, a man named 
Arnold Bergstraesser who is in this 
country now in custody for the second 
time since Pearl Harbor, and whom 
Heinrich Bruening declared a few 
months ago to have been “always op- 
posed to the present regime in Ger- 
many’. Bergstraesser, or Goering, or 
Milch were ‘‘opposed” to the present 
regime in Germany in much the same 
way that Bruening was “simply not the 
man for the generals’. 


Feudal officers like the late Freiherr 
von Fritsch, the author says, opposed 
tanks because they considered them to 
be a “bourgeois weapon”. But he also 
says that the late bourgeois General 
Knochenhauer was “‘solidly behind 
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Fritsch’, yet Knochenhauer happened to 
be the man who organized the very first 
tank division of the new German army. 

As for General Heinz Guderian, the 
author seems to know that this officer 
“does not belong” to the decisive clique 
of the German army. For Guderian is 
not only a tank specialist, but he ‘had 
done something that an officer did not 
do. He had written a popular book,” 
General Ritter von Leeb, however, “does 
belong’, the author indicates, without 
mentioning that Leeb too wrote a popu- 
lar book. 


So it goes. Not to know is one thing. 
To take fantasy for knowledge is some- 
thing else, and that is what Goebbels 
or some German generals or some inter- 
national Fascists would want us to do. 

Recently a mysterious German radio 
station “The Voice of the Chief’ told 
the world that the new chief of staff, 
General Kurt Zeitzler, is an intimate 
friend of the head of the “Elite Guards’’, 
Heinrich Himmler. At once, the Ger- 
man generals were presented as being 
the victims of the Gestapo. Field Mar- 
shal Gerd von Rundstedt, whom Hitler 
appointed hangman-in chief of France, 
was revealed in one dispatch to be con- 
sidered the “gentleman of the German 
army.” 

The truth is that Halder, the dis- 
missed chief of staff, is an old-time Nazi. 
He was even appointed chief of staff in 
1938 because of his close connections 
with the Nazis. Zeitzler, his successor, 
although a Nazi too, is not an officer of 
the “Elite Guards’, and he made his 
career exclusively within the German 
army. 

To present him a close friend of 
Himmler’s reveals that some people want 
to pretend a rift between the leaders of 
the Nazi “Elite Guards” and those of 
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the army, this “‘rift’’ perfectly fitting the 
peace plans in certain quarters. 

To give a last example from the “‘out- 
standing’ book: the author says he 
based his work upon what happened in 
January 1938 in the German High Com- 
mand. At that time, Generals von Blom- 
berg and von Fritsch were dismissed be- 
cause, as the Nazis put it “unofficially”, 
of the marriage of Field Marshal von 
Blomberg to a bourgeois girl. A short 
time later Hitler invaded Austria. Then 
it became clear that the reason given for 
the ousting was nothing but a smoke 
screen covering the struggle within the 


German High Command regarding the ~ 


invasion. 

Mr. Riess not only takes the original 
Nazi version for granted, but asserts that 
the man who unleashed the plot against 
von Blomberg was Heinrich Himmler, 
the chief of the “Elite Guards”, and that 
the wife of von Blomberg has been a 
prostitute. 


Her maiden name, Mr. Riess says, is 
Erika Gruhn. 

In the “Gotha”, the book of the 
German nobility, the name is listed as 
Elsbeth Grunow. The name being 
wrongly given by the author, the whole 
basic chapter of the book seems to crack. 
Himmler may well have discovered a 
prostitute named Erika Gruhn, but she 
did not become von Blomberg’s wife. 

It is true that Berlin sources “unof- 
ficially” explained the dismissal of the 
Marshal as being caused by his matr- 
riage to “Erika Gruhn’. It is also true 
that the then Nazi ambassador in Wash- 
ington, Dr. Dieckhoff, hinted in the 
same direction giving the same name. 
But it is without question that the Nazis 
are lying while the ‘Gotha’, in its 
special field, is well-known for being 
absolutely exact. 
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Moreover, the author reveals the ab- 
sence of the top ranking officers at von 
Blomberg’s wedding because the latter, 
descendant of the ‘famous Alexander 
von Blomberg”, marrying a bourgeois 
girl was a traitor to his caste. They did 
not know yet that the girl, as Mr. Riess 
put it, was a prostitute, but for the Ger- 
man generals the misalliance was reason 
enough for them to remain aloof. Un- 
fortunately for the author, von Blom- 
berg’s first wife who died in 1932, was 
a bourgeois girl too—a Fraiilein Char- 
lotte Hellmich. 

The author discloses that the eldest 
daughter of the Marshal left the house 
of the father shortly before the wedding 
took place because, as the author says, 
“as far as the other officers could see, 
her quarrel with her father must be due 
to his marriage.’’ Unfortunately again 
for the author, the officers who learned 
that there was a quarrel, did not learn 
the actual name of the Marshal’s daugh- 
ter, for the name is given as Ursula von 
Blomberg although she had been Ursula 
Buerker ever since 1929, when as a 
matter of fact, this girl too had married 
a man without a noble name, Ulrich 
Buerker. 


From what doubtful facts then we are 
supposed to reach the conclusion that 
there was a rift between the generals 
and the supreme leader of the “Elite 
Guards”’ as early as 1938! 

There is a purpose in confusing us 
about the German generals and to make 
it easy for propagandists to start rumors 
useful to their political aims. In 1938, 
the aim was Austria. What is the aim 
today? In 1938, von Blomberg’s roman- 
tic marriage was a smoke screen, and 
after Austria was occupied nobody found 
it important to note that the then Su- 
preme Commander of the German Ar- 
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my, Walter von Brauchitsch could di- 
vorce a noble woman as well as marry 
a bourgeois woman without provoking a 
crisis in the High Command. In fact, 
he married a certain born Rueffer, wid- 
owed Schmidt; but Austria had been 
occupied. 

The next smoke screen may well be 
the “rift between the ‘Elite Guards’ and 
the generals’, the first sensational past 
of which is the replacement of chief of 
staff Halder by General Kurt Zeitzler. 
An appropriate slogan is already in the 
making: Here “Elite Guards’’—there 
Generals or ‘Junkers’. In other words: 
Here murderers—there gentlemen. And 
this slogan will be exactly as wrong as 
was the other slogan of the romantic 
wedding five years ago. 

There is no doubt about differences 
between the chiefs of the ‘Elite Guards” 
and the chiefs of the army. There is no 
doubt either about differences within 
the generals’ clique. Up to now, there 
has never been an army in all history 
without such differences. And it is also 
evident that within the Nazi military 
leadership the quarrels must be more ex- 
plosive than in any other army, for 
there is no army in the whole world 
where there is as much distrust as in the 
German army. 


One more fact can be taken for grant- 
ed. That is the fact that the leadership 
of the “Elite Guards” partly represents 
a class of ‘newcomers’ who are cer- 
tainly eager to reinforce their influence 
within the German High Command. It 
is wrong, however, to accept the al- 
ternative: Here “Elite Guards’—there 
Junkers. 

The Nazi War Minister, ever since 
1938, is what makes a Junker. To be 
sure, Field Marshal Wilhelm Keitel is 
not a nobleman, but he is the son of a 
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big land-owner related to several titled 
families. His late uncle, for instance, 
married a girl of the noble family of von 
Landwiist which is related to the family 
of the late General von Fritsch. 

As early as a year ago, it was revealed 
in a Nazi publication that a liaison of- 
ficer between Keitel and the chief of 
the “Elite Guards’, Heinrich Himmler, 
was working in the War Ministry. His 
name was given as the First Group Lead- 
er of the “Elite Guards’ Hans Erich 
Pruetzmann. 

This fact, then, that the War Ministry 
seems to have been controlled by the 
“Elite Guards” for a long time becomes 
particularly interesting now, in exam-' 
ining who Pruetzmann really is. True, 
he is one of the highest ranking “Elite 
Guards”. But he is connected with the 
Junkers too. He married a girl of a 
noble family, Christa von Boddien, a 
niece of Field Marshal von Bock’s wife. 
The noble family of von Boddien is 
also related to the old noble family of 
von Arnim one member of which is 
the General von Arnim now in North 
Africa, and to the family of von Roon 
from which came the War Minister of 
the late Chancellor Otto von Bismarck. 

Thus, there is in the German War 
Ministry a Field Marshal who is a Junker 
and who is assisted or “controlled” by a 
general of the “Elite Guards’, who in 
turn is related to the highest Junker 
families in Germany. 

That is by no means a singular case. 
There is Count von Bismarck-Schoen- 
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hausen, a relative of late Chancellor Otto 
von Bismarck, who is also a leader of the 
“Elite Guards’, this family represent- 
ing the prototype of the Junkers. 

There is Prince Waldeck-Pyrmont, 
heir of a ghost throne in Germany, hold- 
ing the highest rank of the “Elite 
Guards”, and who was appointed High 
Police Commissioner of occupied France 
a couple of months ago. He is one of 
the leading Junkers in Germany. 

And since the ‘Elite Guards”’ are con- 
sidered the “elite” of the Nazi party, 
there is a prominent ‘‘Reich’s speaker” 
of the party named Prince August Wil- 
helm von Hohenzollern—a son of the 
late Kaiser. 

All of these darlings are of the same 
ideologic creed—German militarism. 
None of them can be used even as a 
military expedient, for history tells us 
that the deal which German Republicans 
made with officers of the German mili- 
tary class turned out to be the very be- 
ginning of the preparation of another 
world-wide massacre. 

This time, German militarism must be 
crushed. Whether generals of the army 
or generals of the “Elite Guards’, they 
have to disappear. They must not be 
replaced by their ideologic or actual 
relatives such as the Duke von Wittels- 
bach or Otto von Habsburg. They must 
not be replaced by a ‘‘Catholic-conser- 
vative Europe’ bringing back all reac- 
tionary forces and the witches’ sabbath 
of medieval times. 


The second front to be honestly effective must be geared to 
the Russian front for both political and military reasons —K. L. 
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Pee ev PW e Ole Vee AL LT ERAT URE 
WHO USES THE STATE DEPARTMENT? 


' 248 pages. $2.00. 


Perhaps the most notable thing about 


_ this book is the proof that we could have 


blocked Hitler way back in Spain in 


1936, and that we could have debunked 
and demoralized Mussolini way back in 
1935, and that we could have blocked 


Japan even further back and up to 1939. 
The title “The Riddle of the State 


Department” is really a misnomer, but 
- possibly due to the fact that truth is the 
first casualty in a war, for it might have 
been called “How Predatory Interests 


Use the State Department”’. 

Those who have survived their econo- 
mic teething period know that the State 
Department reflects the economic system 
of the country, as does the Foreign Office 
in Britain. 

There is a trinity, or should we say, 
there is an unholy trinity in our Gov- 
ernment—War, State and Navy Depart- 
ments which could have been used to 
increase the chances of justice, and hence 
of peace, but were not, and cannot be 
under the profit system. 

Mr. Bendiner adds confirmation to 
the conviction that the greatest of these 
three is the State Department. 

We may be forgiven for a few direct 
quotations: 

“Never practiced quite as blatantly by 
the United States as it was by the gov- 
ernments of Britain and France, appease- 
ment nevertheless runs like a scarlet 
thread through the intricacies of our 
foreign relations. It oiled the planes 
that burned Ethiopia in the name 
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of Fascist culture, and it withheld oil 
from Loyalist Spain. 


“It furthered the myth that Hitler 
could be dealt with at a conference table 
and it fondly promoted prejects for 
separating Mussolini from the Axis even 
after the war had started. 

“It recognized and did business with 
Vichy, but treated the Free French with 
condescension when it did not actually 
repudiate them. And it gave a beserk 
Japan the ingredients that were to make 
a shambles of Pearl Harbor.” 


With reference to Japan, Mr. Ben- 
diner states: 

“An embargo invoked against Japan 
in 1933 on the ground of its treaty viola- 
tions might well have changed the course 
of history. Certainly it is inconceivable ~ 
that without the vast stores of war ma- 
terials accumulated in the nine years 
leading up to Pearl Harbor, without the 
naval strength that followed Japan’s de- 
nunciation of the Washington Naval 
Treaty, without the long stretch of con- 
quered Chinese coastline, without the 
strategic advantage of having most of the 
British Navy engaged in a death grapple 
elsewhere in the world—it is inconceiv- 
able that without any of these monumen- 
tal factors in its favors Japan would, in 
1933, have declared war on the United 
States over the omposition of an em- 
bargo.” 

~ On our fostering both sides before we 
entered the war, he comments: 

“With one hand the Administration 
obtained conscription and transferred 
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fifty destroyers to Great Britain; with the 
other, it fed the Axis.” 

Mr. Bendiner’s quoting the character- 
ization of the President by Hitler’s 
stooge, Franco, is timely: 

“President Roosevelt behaved in the 
manner of a true gentleman. His neu- 
trality legislation, stopping export of war 
material to either side—the quick man- 
ner in which it was passed and carried 
into effect—is a gesture we nationalists 
will never forget.” 

The tendency for people to forget 
what’s back of today’s headlines, requires 
a little recent history, in which the State 
Department played a vital part. 

January 8, 1937, a joint resolution ap- 
proved the export of arms, ammunition, 
and implements of war from the United 
States to Spain. 

May 2, 1938, a Senate resolution was 
introduced to prohibit such export. 

Lifting the embargo was viciously op- 
posed by the Administration, and ter- 
rific pressure was brought to bear upon 
members of Congress, particularly upon 
members of the House, to oppose it. 

During that Spring mass meetings 
were held under the auspices of ‘Catho- 
lics, to oppose lifting the embargo on 
the export of such munitions to Spain. 

Here in Washington a crowded meet- 
ing, with a large proportion of those in 
attendance students from Catholic uni- 
versities and theological schools in and 
near Washington, and Nuns from near- 
by Convents, was addressed by leading 
Catholics, including Hon. David I. 
Walsh, Senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and Chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The attitude of the State Department 
is indicated in its recent publication 
“Peace and War—United States Foreign 
Policy, 1931-1941”, euphemistically 
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called a “White Paper”, for which the 
correct title would be a ‘‘white-wash 
paper”’. 

Under the title “Civil Conflict in 
Spain” this Government document, re- 
vealing of the State Department, says: 


“Another threat to peace occurred in 
July, 1936 with the outbreak of a civil 
conflict in Spain. The attitude of this 
Government toward the conflict was 
based squarely on the consistent policy 
of the United States of promoting peace 
and at the same time avoiding involve- 
ment in war situations. All acts and ut 
terances of this Government in relation 
to the conflict were directed toward the 
attainment of these controlling objec- 
tives.” 


On the evening of October 8, 1936 
the then Right Rev. John A. Ryan, D.D. 
of the faculty of the Catholic University 
of America, and Director of the National 
Catholic Welfare Council, spoke over a 
nation-wide radio hook-up of the Na- 
tional Broadcasting Company. 


The speech was announced as being 
delivered under the auspices of ‘The 
Good Neighbor League’, an organiza- 
tion headed by Rev. Stanley High. 

In this speech, Dr. Ryan, now Mon- 
signor Ryan, stated: 

“A considerable part of the excessive 
trepidation about Communism in Ameri- 
ca is due to reckless propaganda, manu- 
factured by notorious newspapers. An- 
other part has its origin in the unspeak- 
able excesses and atrocities committed by 
Communists and Anarchists in the de- 
plorable conflict now raging in Spain.” 


The American Friends of Spanish De- 
mocracy on October 22, 1936 protested 
the fact that this speech of Dr. Ryan’s 
was issued in very large quantities in 
pamphlet form with the imprint of the 
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Democratic National Committee, Hotel 
Biltmore, New York. 

Direct appeal was made to the Presi- 
dent by Gardner Jackson, Chairman, 
Public Relations Committee of the 
American Friends of Spanish Democ- 
racy, with the approval of his board. 

This letter stated: 

“We know that these leaders of opin- 
ion in your behalf endeavored in various 
ways to persuade Father Ryan to elimi- 
nate those sections of his speech dealing 
with Spain and Fascism—at least reports 
of such efforts were conveyed to us from 
reliable sources right up to the time the 
speech was delivered over the radio.” 

It quotes Dr. Ryan’s speech as printed 
in pamphlet form by the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee, of which the Hon. 
James A. Farley was Chairman, whose 
successor was the Hon. Ed. J. Flynn of 
the Bronx: A 

‘However, let me say frankly that if 
I had to choose between Russian Com- 
munism and Italian Fascism, I should 
without hesitation take the latter because 
its despotism is less comprehensive.” 

Under these circumstances it is easy 
to understand why the friends of real 
democracy were unable to secure the 
lifting of the embargo on shipments to 
Loyalist Spain. 

In view of the record of the State De- 
partment, which Mr. Bendiner makes 
quite clear, Americans who do not be- 
lieve in amalgamation of church and 
state, might well consider the propriety 
of legislation requiring all members of 
the Government, executive, legislative 
and judicial, to make a public record of 
their religious affiliation, that the people 
might know whether they own prior al- 
legiance to a foreign state, the Vatican, 
or to the nation of which they are citi- 
zens, and in which they are located. 
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Mr. Bendiner does not leave the mat- 
ter up in mid-air—one of his highly im- 
portant chapters is entitled ‘““What Can 
Be Done’. 

His suggestions are very timely—that 
appropriations be raised, a foreign ser- 
vice training school be established, and 
that appointments to diplomatic posts be 
prohibited within a certain period, to 
one who has paid more than a given 
amount to the campaign fund of the 
party in power. 

At present Georgetown University, a 
Catholic institution, conducts a school 
for foreign service, and as Mr. Bendiner 
points out this should be done by the 
Government. 

His concluding chapter “Why the 
Cow is Sacred’’ comments regarding the 
State Department and the President: 

“The Department, after all, is respon- 
sible to him. He is charged by the Con- 
stitution with the conduct of foreign af- 
fairs and he has only to clean house to 
obtain a Department consonant with his 
own views. Strong Presidents have tradi- 
tionally been their own Secretaries of 
State, and Roosevelt is among the strong- 
est of the strong.” 

It is always unfortunate when a de- 
partment of Government achieves the 
obsession that no corruption is so vile 
that it will not be sanctified by the de- 
partment’s participation in it. 

As Mr. Bendiner makes clear, the 
State Department still holds to the 
Coolidge dictum—“Where the Ameti- 
can dollar is, there is American ter- 
ritory’—and we might add, and there, 
now, are American soldiers. 

: BENJAMIN C. MARSH 


PRIMER FOR COMBAT by Kay Boyle, 
Simon & Schuster, 320 Pages. $2.50. 
The outstanding merit of this book 

lies not only in its literary excellence but 
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equally much in that for the first time, 


I believe, a well-known American author 
has recreated the fateful adventures of 
Central-European refugees in present- 
day France. Kay Boyle who has lived in 
France for about twenty years has been 
close to these ‘‘undesirables”, and there- 
fore her approach to their problems, 
both as a group and as individuals, is in- 
spired by a deep understanding. 

It is true that this is only one episode 
in the endless tale of misfortunes which 
have befallen the European emigres of 
our time. But it is a very decisive phase 
in their tormented existence which Kay 
Boyle has described: the moment when 
tens of thousands were caught in the 
maelstrom of the French catastrophe in 
the Summer of 1940 after their har- 
rassing experiences in the concentration 
camps. 

Yet, they were only a small group of 
disillusioned human beings, either re- 
signed or trying desperately to save 
themselves from annihilation; a small 
group among a bewildered mass of mil- 
lions of Frenchmen who had all of a 
sudden, though only for a brief period, 
become refugees no longer knowing 
where to turn. 

It is a strange story, this story of 
France’s Summer of 1940, and of such 
tragic complexity that no one would fully 
understand it if it were merely told in 
terms of chronological facts. The only 
way to make it real was to give the es- 
sentials the frame of a personal nar- 
rative. 

This is what Kay Boyle has done. She 
has turned the flashlight on a small 
group of men and women somewhere tn 
’ the mountain region of the Haute Savoie 
——Americans and Frenchmen, Austrian 
refugees and German custom officials, 
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soldiers, bistro owners, Vichy converts, 
and true patriots. 

The form of a diary as told by Phyl, 
an American woman, who is in love with 
an Austrian refugee, may seem a little 
too intimate to some. Yet, it is precisely 
this form which makes it possible to 
tell the fantastic and unforgettable story 
of France’s defeat in such a way as to 
make it become terrifyingly alive to all 
those for whom this great disaster car 
have hardly meant more than an aca- 
demic experience. 

Hoe: 


THE O. W. I. AND THE NEGRO by 
Chandler Owen. An Official publica- 


tion of the Office of War Information. 


Chandler Owen has edited an excel- 
lent pamphlet for the Office of War In- 
formation entitled Negroes and the War. 
For the first time a governmental agency 
takes a frank look at the status of 
Negroes in wartime America and admits 
that democracy has fallen short of its 
ideals in its treatment of our largest 
minority group. But Owen is thoroughly 
convincing when he points out how 
much Negroes have to lose by a Fascist 
victory. 

Typographically this is a superb piece 
of work. Excellent pictures are well re- 
produced, while the reading matter is 
terse and forceful. Unfortunately the 
problem of segregation is scarcely touch- 
ed upon, and there is a tendency to 
whitewash the racial policies of the 
Army and Navy. A frank appraisal of 
the role of the Negro in the armed forces 
would hardly have made stimulating 
reading for propaganda purposes among 
this group. 

In the past the O. W. I. has been 
guilty of closing its eyes to injustices 
perpetrated against the Negro and has 
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indulged in efforts to muzzle many of 
the more aggressive race leaders. It is a 
distinct pleasure, therefore, to find flat- 
tering references to such militant critics 
of the administration’s policy as Walter 
White, A. Philip Randolph, Willard 
Townsend, and Richard Wright. Negro 
newspapers are also given credit for their 
accomplishments, as are trade union 
leaders, artists and professional men and 
women. 
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It is ironic that such a pamphlet 
should be issued at a time when the 
President's Fair Employment Practice 
Committee has been scuttled and Negro 
resentment is at a new high. 


JOHN HAMMOND, JR. 
Copies may be had upon request from 


the Division of Public Inquiries, Office 
of War Information, Washington, D. C. 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


From Somewhat of an Amos 


Last night I attended a banquet given in honor of Maude Ballington 


Booth known as the Little Mother of the Prisons, the founder of the © 


Volunteers of America. Allow me to give you a first hand running account of 
what came from the platform, where sat the governor of the state, the mayor of 
the city, and other celebrities. The audience at the swanky Columbia Club was 
composed of leading judges, lawyers, doctors, ministers of the city; however, 
I’m no leading minister by a long shot—my invitation came through acquaint- 
ance with the multi-millionaire who paid the bills, sponsored the party, and is a 
devotee board member of the Volunteers of America. 

After several speeches by prominent men and women of the city and state, 
here is the story that was used to introduce the speaker, Mrs. Booth. 


“If you folks have never known a Georgia Cracker, then you have missed 
a lot in your life,” said the millionaire; who passes for Bernarr McFadden often- 
times. “I hired one to plow for me on my farm in Florida. After he got started 
one day with the tractor, I told him that he could do a good job if he would put 
reins on the tractor; and, then I told him to quit trying to plow that tractor. 
He did not obey me. That afternoon I got a message that the tractor had run 
away with him, run over him, and killed him. I jumped into my car, drove to 
his widow’s house to offer my consolations. As soon as I walked up to the door 
of that shack, I heard the most terrible paroxysms of grief I had ever heard. She 
calmed down when I told her that I'd take care of her wishes. Of all things she 
wanted a steel casket, and also wanted her husband buried back in Georgia. This 
I took care of, and she began again in a wild hysterical cry. The floors of that 
shack were bare of rugs, no pictures on the walls”—and so on he described the 


shack of a home, ON HIS FARM! “But, my friends,” he added as an after- 


thought when he realized what a response he was getting from this true story 
of HIS FARM, “That man would not be better off with double his salary, but 
he would have been worse off!” Right on then, “A knock came at the door, and 
there entered a large man dressed in hip boots, wearing a striped lumberjacket, 


and immediately went over to where the widow sat, saying in a low tone, ‘I heard — 


it while I was chopping wood, and I came as soon as I could get here.’ He was 
her preacher. That’s all he said, my friends, and he gave her more consolation 
than I could have ever given. He never said another word, and the woman 
quieted down.” And now he said, “Such is the kind of work done by this great 
body known as the Volunteers of America, and it gives me great pleasure not to 
introduce to you The Little Mother of The Prisons, but instead to introduce you 
to Maude Ballington Booth.” THE RAFTERS SHIVERED WITH THE 
ROAR THAT GREETED HER AS WE ALL AROSE! I’ve told part of the 
story in brief outline, the TRUTH, the damnable truth. Mrs. Booth is a gracious 
woman and in her day accomplished much good no doubt. She spoke for two 
hours. The outstanding thing she said was in the form of a challenge about the 
fact that parole works. She said a lot about the great good prisons do today, 


ee 
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“For they take the man away from his former cronies, associates, environment, 
and for the first time he faces his conscience. The prisons are a blessing!” 

The rich man spoke again (this man owns farms all over the United States, 
owns and operates one of the leading canneries in the U. S., owns and uses homes 
both in the East, the South, and here, and is a literal multi-millionaire) and 
said, “We must have a peace this time written by a pen dipped into the blood of 
the Cross!”” It happens that this tycoon never attends any church. The Church 
to such men is a policeman. Too, the judges and lawyers by and large who 
attended the meeting are not afhliated with any church except by remote con- 
trol! You see the picture, don’t you? It is a Russian Greek Orthodox Church 
in the making here in the U. S. The Governor, Mr. Schricker, the Mayor, Mr. 
Sullivan, and others quoted scripture, talked about the spiritual foundations 
which must undergird our nation. 


Amos stood in spirit, “Hear this word, ye contented cows in mink’s clothing; 
that dwell in the suburbs of Indianapolis, that oppress the poor, that crush the 
needy, that say unto your husbands:’ Get riches that we may feast in splendor 
and ride in limousines.” But am I Amos? Not quite. I am just a little orthodox 
preacher not ready to take the rap yet. I’ve been on the spot too much already. 
But I know this: in the bath of blood today my brothers are not fighting for a 
Status quo. 

_ FRANK A, Moore 
Indianapolis 


P.S. By way of emphasis, several weeks ago I returned from a meeting in 
Chicago via train. In the smoker I met a man who is president of one of the 
largest firms in this city, if not in the entire state. After a lengthy conversation 
I asked him what he thought of the church today. After stating that he never 
attended any church, for he is a scientist in electrical engineering as he explained, 
he then said that he supported the efforts of the church. “When the priest out 
near my plant comes to me for money, I always give him several hundreds of 
dollars and that regularly. You know, Mr. Moore, only ten per cent of the people 
in this country are fit to run things. The mass never thinks, are not capable, and 
they must be led by the ten per cent who are natural leaders. Without the 
church they would be unwieldy, we’d have chaos... 
F. A.M. 


Only Rejection 


On a Sunday morning a few weeks ago I sat in the auditorium of one of the 
largest Jewish Temples in Manhattan and heard from the lips of the Reform 
Rabbi a report on an astonishing personal experience with the Catholic Church, that 
made his large audience gasp for breath and which should certainly interest if 
not alarm your DEMOCRACY loving readers. 

At the end of the Rabbi’s address came the explosion, detonated by the speaker 
in substance as follows: 
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“As you know, my friends, next month we shall celebrate the 100th Anni- 
versary of the founding of this congregation in America. We plan a public celebra- 
tion and in order further to show our unity with American life we desire to make 
it a communal affair. Accordingly we have invited several non-Jewish speakers. 

“However, I regret to report that the only rejection we have received is from 
the Catholic Church. For I was told by the Catholic spokesman that, as a matter 
of principle, they would not be able to send any speaker at all to our anniversary 
celebration. And when I asked in my innocence for a reason, I was told: “Well, 
you see Rabbi, we Catholics hold that we have the only tre religion and therefore 
we are convinced that it would be an act of hypocrisy for us to send a speaker 
to help celebrate the growth of any other religion.’ ” 

The silence in the congregation was heavy. I turned around in my front 
seat to look at the assembly. Neighbor was looking at neighbor with arched eye- 
brows and mouths agape. A bomb dropped through the roof could not have been 
more startling to their peace of mind. Gone was their complacency and sense of 
religious security in America. 

I mingled with the audience as it filed out of its place of worship. The pre- 
vailing comment was: “I thought nowadays that Catholics were the best non- 
Jewish friends we Jews had. What do you know about that?” 

Well, what do we know about it? And what are we believers in APPLIED 
DEMOCRACY going to do about it? Perhaps the following questions provide 
their own answers? 

(1) Is the Catholic Church helping by its holier-than-thou attitude to pro- 
duce that unity in America which will help win the war and establish 
an enduring Peace? 

(2) Does the majority of Catholics approve this theological Fascism of the 
Church and if not how can the rule of a minority be tolerated in a 
democratic America based on the Four Freedoms? 

(3) If World War II, so costly in blood and treasure, is being fought only 
for the often avowed principle of Live and Let Live, which is the soul 
of DEMOCRACY, is not religious Fascism as much a crime as political 
and economic Fascism against the war effort of the United Nations and 
the imperative democratic peace that must be born from the holocaust 
of Armageddon? 

From a Jewish Editor 


Hate? Yes, But Whom? 

Rex Stout in an article entitled “We Shall Hate Or We Shall Fail” in the 
New York Times magazine (January 17, 1943) proclaiming the necessity of 
inducing hatred if we are to win the war says that he hates “‘all Germans who 
accepted, either actively or passively, the doctrine of the German master race.’ He 
says ‘I hate all Germans who, reluctant to join the Nazis, nevertheless failed 
through lack of courage or conviction to prevent the Nazis from seizing power 
and plunging the world into the filthy swamp of destruction, misery and hatred.” 

Fine words, Mr, Stout, indeed, if you could prove them. Those Germans who 
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had the courage to oppose the Nazis are either dead or slowly dying in concentra- 
tion camps. What did the world do about that? Nothing. And those Germans 
who were not caught by the Nazis, are refugees all over the world. The anti-Nazis 
living in the U. S. A. for years were ridiculed for their opposition to the Nazi 
menace. A great many Americans believed that Hitler was doing a good job get- 
ting rid of the “hated’’ Communists. The British and the French looked with 
benevolence on Hitler. The ‘‘Cliveden sets” in both countries did practically every- 
thing to strengthen his hand. The directors of the Skoda Works, the Dutch Shell, 
our own 5 and 10 Woolworth of Germany are named the contributors to Hitler’s 
war chest. A Belgian doctor, friend of mine, out of touch with her family since 
the occupation of Belgium, did not think it was too bad. “As long as he destroys 
the Russian Communists, whom I hate,’ was her comment. 

The Czechs wanted to fight the Nazis. Britain and France laid them on the 
altar of Peace-In-Our-Time. They gave Hitler his first great bloodless victory; and 
the coveted Skoda Works on top of that. “Lack of courage or conviction’ in both 
Britain and France helped Hitler and Mussolini in Ethiopia, Albania, Austria, 
Czechoslovakia, etc. And we, as a nation, aided and abetted Hitler and his Nazis 
in our own efficient way. Whereas all the moral cowards of the world sponsored 
the shameful Non-Intervention Committee, we enacted our Neutrality Laws, so- 
called, a convenient screen for our own mental and moral corruption. 

We aided and abetted Hitler and Mussolini in the destruction of the Spanish 
Republic. Pro-Fascist propaganda ran riot all through these United States. The 
few who had the guts to stand up and protest, were called anti-Catholics, if not 
outright smeared as Communists. Had we not been a silent partner in Hitler and 
Mussolini’s crime in Spain, he could not and would not have opened the flood gates 
of the filthy swamp which now is drowning the world in blood and stench. 

The moral degradation of every military, ecclesiastic and civilian authority in 
power, during the last two decades, handed Hitler the tools to open those flood 
gates. That’s why the Nazis call this holocaust a total war. It was in Spain that 
the world got an example of what to expect if we did not make a speedy end to 
the Nazi menace. Did we heed the warning? We did not even send the military 
observers the Loyalists suggested to be sent to Republican Spain in order to watch 
the newest military Nazi techniques in action. But when the horror-filled outcry 
of Herbert Matthews against the bombing of Barcelona made front page news, 
the dean of the Catholic Hierarchy coming home from a vacation in the South, 
commented on the atrocity that in the first place he did not believe Franco capable 
of committing it, and on second thought remarked that those killed, after all, were 
just some Communists. 

That sentence is a perfect example of our moral decay, the moral swamp on 
which Hitler fed in order to achieve strength enough to defy the whole world. 

Knowing all this, as assuredly you must, by what perverted reasoning do you 
conclude that anyone of us has a right to hate the Germans? Hate them in order 
to kill them? 

Let’s first clean the Augean stables of our own moral corruption before we 
preach extermination of others who only in a degree sinned worse than we. 

E. POLLE 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR (Continued) 


Progressive Parochial School 


I read with great concern the article, 
Root OF ANTI-SEMITISM, by Conrad 
Meyer, in a recent issue of your maga- 
zine. Aside from the unchristian character 
of such teaching it is appaling that such 
undemocratic concepts should be taught 
American children at any time. But now, 
when we are all so desperately fighting to 
maintain Democracy, such teaching cannot 
be condemned too strongly, and in my 
opinion, ways should be found to forbid 
such type of unamerican teaching. 

I would like to believe however that this 
type of unchristian and undemocratic teach- 
ing is not usual in the Parochial schools of 
America. In fact, I am certain of one 
school in which it is not. I refer to the 
Corpus Christi Parochial School, 121st 
Street near Broadway, Father George B. 
Ford’s church. 

Some time ago, I had the privilege of 
visiting that school and saw the results of 
a study on anti-Semitism carried out by the 
pupils of an eighth grade class. The com- 
positions, drawings, statistics and general 
facts compiled and executed by those chil- 
dren bore witness to an unbiased research 
which could never have been the product 
of teaching from texts such as quoted in 
Mr. Meyer’s article. After reading that 
article I paid another visit to Corpus Christi 
just to satisfy myself that I had not been 
mistaken in the first place, and since my 
visit was not prearranged, I must con- 
clude that what I found is part of the 
general pattern of education at Corpus 
Christi. 

A very gracious Sister met me at the 
office and showed me to an eighth grade 
classroom where the children were busy 
at some written work, two or three draw- 
ing on a picture of the Christ Child in the 
Manger, with men of our armed forces 
standing about reverently. The teacher, a 
most charming and intelligent young wo- 


man asked a few of the boys to unroll a 
mural they had just taken down to make 
room for Christmas decorations. This mural 
is about eight feet long and is a project 
in Social Studies on our Democratic in- 
stitutions. With the opening words of the 
Constitution as a starting point, the chil- 
dren had pictured the hand of God giving 
us our Government symbolized by the 
Capitol, pictures of our industries, farms 
and our Freedoms. The home as a self- 
determining unit. Education with student 
government. Freedom of the press with a 
newsstand selling all manner of publica- 
tions. Freedom of speech with a soap box 
orator and an audience. Freedom of wor- 
ship with a group of people reading from 
its own prayer books. Freedom of assembly 
and the voting machine with a man exercis- 
ing his vote. Our government set up with 
its three departments. The Sister called 
on a few children to explain the meaning 
of the mural and quickly they went over the 
function of the institutions pictured and I 
coud see by the fluency of their exposition 
that they had a clear grasp of what these 
democratic agencies were about and that 
they concluded these freedoms must be 
guarded very carefully. I was then told of a 
project on Intolerance—a study of Minori- 
ties in general that this class had finished 
which elicited from the children such self- 
searching statements as—“I wonder in what 
way I am intolerant?” “I have changed my 
Opinions during this study, I would like 
to talk about it to others so they may 
change their intolerant opinions.” (I may 
not be quoting correctly, but the idea is 
there). And that a group cannot be blamed 
for the deeds of one. “Suppose someone in 
this class were to do something wrong, 
would it be fair to blame the whole class?” 

Again I found that type of education 
that develops the skills, the intellect and 
the character of the child and at least seeks 
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to prepare him for living constructively in 
a functioning Democracy. As I talked to 
. this fine teacher and watched her eyes light 
each time she told me of some growth in 
a child, I realized that this Sister has truly 
experienced the miracle of a child’s mind. 
Given an opportunity to search for truth 
without imposed bias, most children can 
reveal that miracle to those who teach them. 
Again I would like to believe that the 
~ other Parochial schools, even those whose 
texts carry the unpardonable passages des- 
cribed in Mr. Meyer’s article have merely 


Refuse to Compromise 
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been slow to grasp this, but with an ex- 
ample like Corpus Christi to follow they 
too can educate their children in the highest 
spirit of God and democracy of they but 
honestly wish it. 

I recall on my earlier visit to Corpus 
Christi saying to the Sister in charge that 
I did not believe this excellent work was 
representative of Parochial school educa- 
tion. She smiled and said that this school 
had its inception in America whereas many 
of the other schools had their inception in 
Europe. 
SARA GREENHILL 


[The following letter is from a French scholar, distinguished in many branches 
of science, a real Encyclopedist. He is a member of one of the best known Protes- 
tant families in France whose name must of course be repressed. | 


Many thanks for your letter. Do not 
doubt of my deep sympathy with you. The 
world, or, to be more precise, Eurafrica, as 
they say, is going back to barbarism, to the 
most savage myths, to the most revolting 
paganism, this religion of Blood, Race, 
Mob, Number, Violence. These foolish 
things, these aberrations will probably not 
last forever. Nevertheless how many in- 
iquities, how many sufferings will they 
have brought about. One’s duty is to hope, 
to refuse to compromise, to keep one’s 
spirit free, to defend one’s soul against 
suffocation. 

A Christian, and perhaps all the more 
a Protestant Christian, will never with- 
out shame and without a blush witness the 
way in which God's own people, the breth- 
ren of our Saviour, are being persecuted. 
And if he is at the same time, however little, 


acquainted with anthropology, he will have 
no trouble finding out that the notion of 
a Jewish “race” is a colossal stupidity, with- 
out any scientific foundation. All honest 
scientists know this. There is no Aryan 
“race” either; this word has merely a lin- 
guistic meaning. 

Few people, I am afraid, realize the 
greatness of the issue which is presently 
at stake, nothing less than the fate of the 
Spirit on earth, now and doubtless for many 
centuries to come. We are living an Apo- 
calypse, out of which may arise the best or 
the worst. Either the powers of darkness 
will be beaten, or they will overrun the 
whole world. “Spirit, in the long run, will 
always outweigh the sword”, said Napoleon. 
May God soon compel his modern imitators 
to make, in their turn, this salutary dis- 
covery. 


Dakar, Nov. Ist, 1941. 


Declaration of Principles of 


THE TEXTBOOK COMMISSION 
Set Up by The Protestant 


This war is unique in that anti-Semitism has been one of its integral 
elements. Those who attack our free world attack first the Jews whose vital 
position in the Jewish-Christian base of our Western civilization places them in 
the front rank of its vanguard. 


Anti-Semitism uses the flaming emotion of an ancient and deeply rooted 
tradition, discordant with both the Christian message of love and the democratic 
principle of religious freedom. 


Democracy has stated in its basic documents that all men are created equal. 
This is not stated as the teaching of any religious establishment, although 
religious establishments may or may not support it. Democracy states it merely 
as a self-evident truth and goes on specifically to dissociate itself from any 
establishment of religion. 


It is not the purpose of the TEXTBOOK COMMISSION to enter into the realm 
of theological disputation, but to speak a word of counsel to those responsible 
in any way for the injection of suggestive and provocative statements in books 
used for the teaching of democratic youth. A democracy which permits any 
group of its people to be educated in hatred against any other group puts itself 
in serious danger. 

The TEXTBOOK COMMISSION has as its object the elimination from 
American textbooks of all statements which predispose to hatred of the Jew 
because of his religion or race. The TEXTBOOK COMMISSION believes that this 
can be accomplished in a true democratic fashion by the shedding of light upon 
these passages. In this task the TEXTBOOK COMMISSION will seek the coopera- 
tion of all men of good-will irrespective of their institutional affiliation. 


TEXTBOOK COMMISSION 
To Eliminate Anti-Semitic Statements in American Textbooks 


1 EAsT 43RD STREET, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


CO I heartily approve of your program and enclose contribution of $.._... 
(1) In addition I pledge to raise $.ccecscnnsscnenens 
IN 9028 sscszs clas ccneonseataens chon SsecensscesitinethoStnat enc onenseissasen kane cern ea Sos tagl easter ence 
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Make your check payable to JOHN HAMMOND, JR., Trustee 
Contributions are deductible for income tax purposes. 
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